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PRBFACE TO THE SECOHD EDITION. 



Thi folloiring 'Eaays were fiirt published in 1846. 
Thej were written to meet » local seceaaitj, and the 
ide« that » lepiint would ever be o&lled for was not in 
tlie mind of die aotbor at all. Although the woi^ has 
been ont of print for nine years, it ia still called for. 
It is now revised, and sent out onoe more. 

The sentiment ezpresBed near tha oloee of the work^ 

that tbe existence of sects in the church is no evil — is 

to be Teoeived in a qualified sense. I'or sixteen oen- 

tnriee the ohnroli has been, governed too much, espe- 

dally ifi matters of oonsoienoe, of whiah God alone ia 

the rightful ailnter. Separate sects have been o^an- 

iied by minorities solely on aooount of the oppres- ^ 

uons and usurpations of msjoritieB. These evils, in 

the providence of God, do good by oounteraotiug each 

other, jnst as one poison is an antidote for another. In 

a few months the author expects to have ready for the 

press a new work, to be entitled "The Beign of Satan," 

in which many of the evils of the ohoroh and the 

state will be discussed with the greatest freedran, — 
S 
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I among irtitch Hotarumum will receive the attentioit 
its merits demand. 

The author has no deure to believe any thing but the 
trntb himself, and Borel; does not desire to iociilcate 
tmj thing wbioh ia ontme. It was his aim to write 
these Essays in conformity witJi this sentiment, and he 
hopes be has succeeded in showing that snoh was his 
intention thiongfaout the entire work. He piajs the 
ilesmng of Ckid npon the work and npon its readers. 

RUSSKLL RBNSAXr. 
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ESSAYS 



BAPTIST CONTBOVERST. 



ON COHTBOTEBSLU. DISCDaSIOSS. 

"R wot MaE{fU Jor me to write uiUo you, and tthort you 
Aat jtf thould tantatly eonfmd for iht faiik lAkh tMi 
met ddieertd w^ the eaitttt." Ju&x 3. 

As no man can know erei; thing, and as tha 
wisest and best of qb are bat erring, &Ilible 
creatures, ever liable to be miatakeD, so is it 
unavoidable that men, from ignorance, weak- 
ncBS, and sorroonding circnmstancea, ahould 
reach conclusions, even on plain Bubjects, to- 
tally different from each other. However diffi- 
cult the acqoiiing of trath may be, it is never- 
theless a treasure that enriches the mind and 
elevates the affections; while error and felse 
doctrine can only deceive, impoverish, and ruin 
all who trust in them. 

When a doctrine claims admittance into our 
ereed, we should patiently examine the aigu? 
]• » 
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ments used by its Menda in its &vor; and also 
tiioee used hj ita enemies for ita refutatioD, 
We are then to decide upon which aide the 
weight of teBtimony lies, and whether the doc- 
trine be true. Thoae who inveatigate in this 
way will not often 1>e deceived, unless the sab- . 
ject be too great for them, or they Buffer their 
prejndieea to blind their anderst&ndinga. 

This being the only safe way of amving at 
a knowledge of the tmth, it, of necessity, must 
be the surest method of imparting it to others. 
Hence, controversy ie unavoidable, whether the 
world will have it ao or not. Controversy pro- 
supposes the existence of oppowng parties, both 
of which carmot be righi. If there be any virtue 
in miuntidning religious truth and oppoaing 
error, there ia the greatest propriety in cotitro- 
verrial preaching. Concerning this, however, 
tiiere ia a great varie^ of opinion. Some men 
seem to be so fond of peace that they wish all 
controveray baniahed from the church. Some 
otlieTB will barely allow a little controveray in 
self-defence, provided a direct assault ia made 
upon us; and provided we only bring argu- 
meniB to support our own doctrines, without 
saying any thing against the doctrines of our 
aaaailants. The war must be defensive alto- 
gedier. This is a popular form of controversy ; 
or it is, at least, mndi less offensive than fluit 



BAPTIST CONTBOTIBHT. 7 

which assiuls the doctrine of oar opponents. 
I^ however, it he our duty to maintain what w« 
behere to he trne, it jb equally onr duly to dia- 
pUtce, as fiir as we can by feir means, what we 
believe to be error. Heuce it is onr duty to 
defend oor own doctrines, and we have the 
light to assail the doctrines of onr opponents. 
While it is onr nndouhted right to refute, as 
fiir as we can, every doctrine we honestly he- 
lieve to he false, yet we have no right to aesul 
the feelings of those who hold such doctrines. 
Their doctrines and argaments should be &irly 
stated and fairly met. Ko caricatares should 
be resorted to. These are very offensive, and 
do not advance the cause of truth; but, rather, 
they do gender strife. Severity of animadver- 
uon is no just cause of offence, where there is 
no misrepresentation. It is impoBsible, how- 
ever, to avoid giving offence in controversial 
discussions, tiiough they may be so conducted 
as to avoid any just cause. This giving offence 
is surely an evil, the avoiding of which is very 
desirable. But it would be a much greater evil 
to abandon all discussion, which would be to 
place truth and falsehood upon equal footing. 
Since, then, controversy must exist, let every 
controversialist state the question honestly, 
argue it fairly, and do all in the spirit of Chris- 
tian kindness, and much good will be the result 
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A man who belleyes a doctrine to be true, 
not becaose he has Bcriptaral reasons for it, bat 
becanee his party or denomination believes it, 
or becanse he was taught it by his parents, will 
be apt to be displeased at your attacking his 
doctrine, whether you do it kindly or otherwise. 
Having made up his opinion regardless of proof, 
he dislikes to hear any thing against such 
opinion. 

He that thinks it is sufficient to know that 
respectable writers have advocated his doctrine, 
will be offended at controversy, because he 
thinks those writers have settled and have the 
right to settle all such difFerenees, and every^ 
body ought to embrace their opinion and join 
their party. 

He that thinks it is better to embrace a ready- 
made opinion, though it be ialse, than to in- 
vestigate the- subject and form one of bis own, 
will be offended at controversy, because, being 
too lazy to search out the reason of things, he 
dislikes to he disturbed in the enjoyment of his 
borrowed creed. ^ 

He that believes that a falsehood, advocated 
by respectable men, and honestly believed by 
their dupes, is as good as the truth, without 
Bach auziliaiy, will he i^spleased, because he 
likes to be quiet la good company. 

He that thinks it is better to hold doctrines in 
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concealmeDt, because of Hieir real or euppoeed 
want of popolariiy, will be diBpleaeed, because 
lie dislikes exposure. It xacty, he fears, prevent 
the accotupllshment of hia by-ends. He wants 
to have a popular creed. 

The prejudiced man is unwilling to sabmit 
bis opinions to investigation, because be would 
lathersupport tbem, true or &lse, than to learn 
the truth from the opinions of others. It is not 
strange, therefore, that he should be opposed to 
controversy, and displeased with the man who 
preaches it. 

The man who prefers the truth to his own 
opinions, or to the opinions of any, or of all 
others, is pleaded to see his doctrines put to the 
test. He knows truth will always bear esa^ 
mination ; and however unpopular it may be, 
it is, nevertheless, worth more than the most 
repQtable falsehood by whomsoever advocated. 
He will not shun controversy, because . some 
silly ones may, perchance, be offended at it, 

To controversy it is objected, that it destroys 
tiie peace and harmony of the different denomi- 
nations. To which we may answer, a peace 
that can be maintained only by the abandon- 
ment of truth, is not worth having; and har- 
mony in error is the harmony of perdition. 
The true state of the ease, conceal it who may, 
teaches us that men are not agreed in their 
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reli^oos belief; and to pretend tbey are, is to 
act more like knaves than ChriBtdaoB. Peace 
men woald liave ns throw avxiy our doctrines, 
for peace' sake, or cease to advocate them, wMt^ 
is the same thing in the nght of God, and in 
its practical results. Snppoee, for example, an 
Arminian brother proposes to a Calvinist as 
follows: "Well, brother, on the subject of final 
apostasy, we have never been able to agree; 
bnt have, sometimes, felt warm when talking 
about it, and more especially when our preach- 
ers have been arguing on the subject; and aa 
peace is worth more than every thing else, if 
you will abandon yours, I wiU throw away my 
opinion, f(yr peace' sake." To this the brother Cal- 
vinist answers, "lam decidedly of your opinion, 
I will make any sacrifice for peace' sake. I am 
opposed to controversy any how. I will dis- 
countenance, if you say so, all controversial 
preachers, /orpetwe' sake," WiU any be so hardy 
as to snppose these brethren would not gain 
peace by such a bargain ? Bnt what do such 
peace men propose to do with their doctrines? 
Why, just throw them away for peace' sake. 
That is all. They think so much of their no- 
tions, that the spirit of war rises, and they get 
mad whenever they hear arguments urged 
against them^ But then again, they love peace 
BO well, that they will, each, g^ve up this pre- 
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cioTU prize, rather than £ght for it. Bat is 
tbiB the peace of God ? 

Thongt -the view we have jast taken of aaoh 
peace measures makeB tlie whole look ridicu- 
lous enOQgh, yet, ridicalona as it is, the puitUe 
conduct of many in the present day is equally 
ridicnlouB. I do not tay or believe as much of 
iheir privafe conduct. For really, while they 
publicly declaim against controversy, they prU 
vately advocate their ow^ doctrines, and aaaail 
other people's, taking care who is present for 
peace' sake. Then, even fimong peace men, we 
have the real war ; privately, it Ib true, for peace' 
sake. They really assail each other's doctrines 
in private. The great difference between such 
peace men and public controversialiBts is, the 
peace men give each other no opportunity of 
defence, it all heing private for peace' sake. They 
stab each other in tiie dark/w pea:ce' sake. They 
pretend peace while war is in their habitatioiu. 
The whole plan ia deceptive ; and the man who 
practises it ia a hypocrite. Dare any one say 
we misrepresent lactsf Or do we draw erro- 
neous conclusions ? He who can only love me 
becai^e I think as he does, or be at peace with 
me while I either pretend so to think, or hold 
the difierence in concealment, does not intend 
to eeteem me as a Christian at all. He who is 
himself a sincere Christian, and regards me aa 
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sQcli, loves me on that acconnt ; our agreement 
or noD-agreement being of bat little import- 
Nice. He will neither require me to conceal 
nor abandon my opinions for the sake of hit 
fnendship. Should he do so, I aeenre him he 
requires of me a mnch greater sacrifice than I 
am willing to make, uid a much higher price 
fbr his firiendehip than I ask for mine. 

To controversy it is objected again, that it 
prevents the union of the difierent denominar 
tions in their efforts to promote the glory of the 
kingdom of Christ. If by union be intended 
amalgamation, it is entirely illusive. I have 
been acquainted with many of these union 
men. They are of all denominations. They 
wish all others to adopt their peace measures, 
and unite with them, i,e. Join them. Thia is 
all a chimera. Men will be able to think alike 
when their &ces are made to look alike. AU 
this parade about union and amalgamation is 
more the evidence of hypocrisy than of Chm- 
Uan charily. Since men have the right to think 
for themselves, and to advocate their opinions, 
we should all love one another regardless of 
cor sectarian peculiarities. There would be 
about as much wisdom in withholding my 
Christian regard fix)m a brother because he was 
unable to think as I did, as there would be in 
withholding it because bis nose was upt made 
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like mine. If a man sincerely believes himself 
to be in the right, while he as honestly believes 
me to he wrong, I would think more of him, 
while he honestly tried to convince me of my 
error, than I would of a thousand peace men, 
—who are equally opposed to me in sentiment; 
hut for reasons best known to themselves, were 
always controverting, in my absence, the pro- 
priety of controversy. I hold all such in otter 
detestation. 

The author of these essays preaches contro- 
versy for conscience' sake, believing that his 
heavenly Father haa called him to this work. 
In doing this, he takes no greater liberty with 
the doctrines of other men than he allows them 
to take with his. He wonld, however, thank 
those gentlemen who have no doctrines of 
their own that they think worth defending, 
and have found no error in this naughty world 
large enoogh to be worth opposing, anA are so 
vety much opposed to all controversy that they 
cannot do any of it publicly, to cease contro- 
verting so privately his controversial preaching. 
If controvert you must, do it a little more pub- 
Mcfy, that the assailed may defend bis own 
course, while he "contends earnestly for the 
fiuth which was once delivered unto the saints." 
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"^e JjOrd U our Judge, the Lord it our LoMgiear, Hit Lord 
it our King; he tmUtoDe iu."—I»a. xsxiii. 22. 

The three component parts of govemmeat 
are the Le^lative, the Executive, and Jndi- 
dal. These are clearly set forth in the above 
text. Of JeBua it is SEud, "The govemmeat 
shall be upon his shonlder." Isa. ix. 6. Jeans 
Bays of himself, "All power is g^ven onto ma 
in heaven and in earth." Matt, xxviii. 18. This 
government is called the kingdom of <?o<i-— the 
kingdom of heaven. AU the power there is ia 
this kingdom, whether in heaven or in earthy 
is given to Jesus. The whole weight of it rests 
upon his shoulder : — a weight, this, too heavy 
for anj^ther than the "mighty God, the ever- 
laating Father." True allegiance to Christ re- 
([uires that we acknowledge his prerogatives as 
berein set forth. 

Seeing all power is primarily in the Lord 
Jesus Christ, our King, it will chiefly concern 
us, at present, to ascertun what powers he has 
delegated to men. It is a question of very 
great importance, whether the church possesses 
tmj MffislaHve authority or not. "We advocate 
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tlie negative. Power has indeed been dele- 
gated. Bnt tliiB power is exectiUve only. The 
power of discipling the nations has been dele- 
gated to God's mimBters ; bnt they are, in doing 
this, to teach them to observe aU things what- 
soever Christ has commanded them. They aro 
not allowed to exact obedience to human laws. 
We may add that the church not only has no 
legislative authority, but she is absolutely for- 
bidden to exercise it, "If any man shall add 
onto these things, God shall add wrdo him the 
ptoffues that are written in this book : And if 
any man shall taJte away from the words of the 
book of this prophecj^ God shall iake away his 
part out of the book of life, and out of the holy 
city, and from the things which are written in 
this book." Kev. xxii. 18, 19. 

Thus, it is plun that no human being has 
the aathori^ to enact any law for church ob- 
servance; nor has any the power to repeal, 
modify, or change, any law of the kingdom 
whatever. ITiere is one law^ver. James iv. 12. 
The holy Bible contains the laws of Christ's 
kingdom. An attempt to add to this or take 
from it is nothing short of high treason agiunst 
the government of the King, our blessed Lord. 
Qod will punish this treason with the severest 
penalties. He will take the trutor's part oat 
of the book of life, and add to him the plagneg 
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written in the book. Members Me to be ad- 
mitted into the church in the obseirance of 
Christ's laws alone. They are to be admitted 
to all church privileges in the same way; and 
in obedience to the same authority ttey are to 
be e^elled, when that thing is done. 

What, then, will we say of those who expel 
their members for joining temperance societies ? 
What of those who expel their members for 
taking the sacrament with other denominations 7 
Are not these things, with some others of the 
same or similar character, done in obedience to 
human laws ? It does not do away the error 
of introducing the comnkandments of men, to 
orgethe goodness of the motives which prompted 
their introduction. For men have no more 
power to enact good laws for the church than 
bad ones. They have not the auUiority to 
enact any, of any sort "By every word that 
proceedeth out of the mouth of the Lord doth 
men live." Deut. viii. 3; Matt. iv. 4. We are 
not, then, to live by obeying men. Obedience 
to men is vwn and hateful in the sight of God. 
"But in vain they do worship me, teaching few 
docttiaeBiihBeamtnandmentsofTnen," Matt.zv.9. 

When, from thirst of power, dootrines and, 
practices which are conta»ry to Qod's word 
ore introduced into the church, ita &iih is sab- 
verted and its practice corrupted in exact pro- 
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portion to the trimnph of hnmau tnditiou over 
the coQunandmentB of God. For this crime 
the Jews have been driven to the four winds 
for near two thousand yeare. 

The hatefolness of tiiie high treaBon against 
the kingdom of Chriat cannot be mon clearly 
set forth than in his own words. He saye: — 

" Thus hare ye made the commandment of 
God of none effect by yonr tradition. Te hypo- 
crites ! well did Esaias prophesy of yon, saying, 
This people draweth Qigh unto me witb their 
mouth, and honooreth me with their lips ; but 
their heart is tas from me. But in vnm they 
do worship me, teaching for doctrines the com- 
maadmenta of men. And he called the multi- 
tude, and said unto them, Hear andunderstand: 
Not that which goeth into the mouth de£leth a 
man ; bnt that which cometh out of the mouth, 
this defileth a man. Then came his disciples, 
and B»d unto him, Einowest thou that the Fha- 
lisees were offended, after they heard this say- 
ing ? But he answered and said, Every plant 
which jny heavenly Father hath not planted 
shall be rooted up. Let diem alone : they be 
blind leaders of the blind. And if the blind 
lead the blind, both shall &11 into the ditch." 
Matt XV. 6-14. 

In this passage our Lord alludes to Isa. xziz. 
IS, where the prophet represents the Lord as 
1 »• 
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compkunin^ that the Jews taaght " their fear 
towards him by the prec^tsof men." If it be 
possible to condemn the introdacdon of homan 
laws and testa into the church, here that con- 
demnation is set forth in language we cannot 
misnndeiBtand. Those wbo blindly lead a de- 
luded multitude into tlie observance of hnman 
' tradition, instead of the commandments of 
Christ, shall, with their follower^ &U into the 
ditch. Qod ehall add to them the plagaes 
written in the book. This making void the 
law of God by human laws is the sin of Bome. 
Sooner or later, God will overthrow her by the 
sword of his month. Let evwy Protestant ad- 
here to the Bible, which, we once heard Bishop 
Janes say, "was older than the &therB, — wiser 
than couneilB, — truer than tradition, — rnore ortho- 
dox than creede,— more mfaU^le than popes, — 
more authoritaMve than prieets, — more saving tban 
ceremonies." It is the in&Uible word of God. 
It is the reli^on of the Protestants. Let ^1 
follow its teaching and believe in its Christ. 
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OR IHB TEIIH8 OF DIBCIPLESEIP. 

The term "Diaeiple," bo frequently used in 
the New Testament, is simply the appellation 
of a learner. The twelve were called his dis- 
ciplea because they learned of Christ the doc- 
trines he tanght. For the same reason those 
who learned of John were called his disciples. 
Students in the ancient schools were called dis- 
ciples. Thus, the church is a religious school, 
instituted by the great Teacher for the purpose 
of teaching and making disciples of all nations. 
The ministers are subordinate teachers, sent 
out to teach all nations the importance of ob- 
eernng all things whatsoever Christ had com- 
manded thera. In this school men are to be 
taught, or schooled, till they become wise unto 
salvation, — ^till they come fully to the know- 
ledge of the truth aa it is in Jesus. This school 
is a labor school. "Wbile students learn, they 
labor in connection with othei-e, like oxen in a 
yoke, and bear a burden, like travellers far from 
home who cany their own equipage. 

All who desire admission into this school 
will naturally enough wish to know what cha- 
racters the great Master admita, and also tlw 
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terms upon which he admits them. These we 
shall examine carefully. We will quote from 
the laws of the school, as leiA down by the 
Master. 

"If any man will come after iae, let him 
denif himself, and take up his cross dtuly, and 
follow me." Luke ix. 23. 

Here we have, first, the character pointed out. 
He desires " to come after Christ," — ^to flee from 
the wrath to come : plainly, he desires to be a 
Christian. Two things are to be done: — 

1. He must deny himsel£ 

2. He must take up hia cross daily. 

The only thing mentioned in the character 
of this applicant for admission is simply that 
he loiKs to come after Christ. He is therefore 
a seeker. When a man denies himself and 
takes up his cross, he must, of course, join the 
church. 

Therefore, it is plain, according to this law, 
that seekers may join the church. We will 
quote from the law ag^n : — 

"Come unto me, all ye that hhor and are 
heavy laden, and I will give you rest. Take my 
yoke upon you, and learn of me ; for I am meek 
and lowly in heart: and ye shall Jind rest unto 
yotiT souls. For my yoke is easy, and my burden 
is lighl." Matt xi. 28, 80. 

Here again we have the character of a seeker 
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plunly laid down. Of him it' is B£ud,li6 labors 
nod IB heavy laden, and that he has no rest to 
his soul. He labm's. He etrugglee hard with 
Bin This labor was rendered doubly hard with 
those that wore the Jewish yoke. This yoke 
was hard. The Jewish harden was heavy. This 
added greatly to that heavy load of guilt under 
' which the penitent groaned, bewailing the days 
of bis folly. He could find no reat in that bard 
yoke which gendereth to bondage, (Gal. iv. 24,) 
because it could not relieve him of tiis burden, 
seeing it had. no commandment that could ^ve 
life. Such in modem times would be denomi- 
nated seekers, mourners, or anxious persona. 
Jesus commands these seek^« to take upon them 
his easy yoke, or join the church. 

Lest, however, a remaining doubt may liuger 
in the mind of axij of my readers, I will remark 
further u5)on the command," Take myyoke," &c. 

Every one knows that a yoke, literally, is 
that which unites two oxen in the same labor. 
It is used in the above text to represent tiiat 
which unites men in the labor of reli^on. 
Thus circumcision was the yoke of the Mosuc 
dispensation. All who took upon them this 
yoke were debtors to do the whole law. Gal. 
V. 8. It waa a yoke of bondage. Gal. v. 1. . 
Peter calls it a "yoke which neither our fiithers 
nor we were able to bear." Acta zv. 10- Tha 
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Jews were obliged to conform to this law, per- 
form ita labors, and bear its burdens ; sU which 
required united efforts, and, as such, that insti- 
tution which united them together was pro- 
perly called a yoke. This was circnmcision. 
From this yoke Christ has made ua free. "We 
should, therefore, stand &st in that liberty. Cir- 
cumcision is the hard yoke to which Jesns doubt- 
less alludes when he says, "My yoke is easy." 
It now remains to be seen what his easy yoke is: 
That something was in use called a yoke, in 
the days of the apostles, is evident. Paul calla 
a brother a "true yoke-fellow." Phil. iv. 8. 
The great end of the gospel was to get men to 
forsake their dus and to live in obedience to 
the law of Christ Baptism obl%es its subjects 
to walk in newness of life. In this ordinance 
the vows of the gospel are -taken upon us. 
This ordinance has taken the place of circum- 
cision, and must, therefore, be the easy yoke 
■ of the gospel dispensation. "Take my yoke 
upon you," is then, plunly, a command to be 
baptized, or join the church. That baptisfai 
was Christ's easy yoke is the more probable, 
if not certain, ftom the connection between 
wearing the yoke and becoming a learner. 
"Tsikemjyo/ceuponyouaadleamofme" is equal 
to saying, "Submit to my baptism and become 
my disciple." If we have not misapprehended 
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thesd passftges it is. plfunly the law o£ Christ 
that seekers are to be received into the church ; 
tbat it is tiieir duty to join ; and that nuniaterB 
are bound to t«ach them to observe this plun 
commaQd of our great Lawgiver. 

It may not be amiss to maJce a remark or two 
upon the obUgatioa of taldng up the cross daily. 
The death of the cross, though too soondaloaB 
to be ioflieted on a citizen, be his crime what 
It might, was so coomioD among the Bomans 
that affliction and trouble of every sort came to 
be called crosses. To this ose of the term oar 
Lord undoubtedly allodea when he says, "Let 
him take np his cross d^ly and follow me." 
The cross to be borne is a quiet submission to 
persecution, and a patient endurance of the sor- 
rows and afBictions which come upon men on 
account of their allegiance to Ohiist Baptism 
pledges us to the endnranco of such thiags ; fbr 
by it we are planted into even the likeness of 
Ids death. Bom. vi. 5. 

From what has been said, we think one who 
labors, is heavy laden, has no rest to h» soul, 
and wills or desires to come after Christ, must 
be a seeker of religion : it also appears that when 
such a seeker is commanded to come to Christ, 
to submit to his easy yoke, to learn of him, to 
deny himself, to take up hia cross daily, and to 
ioUow Jesue, he must be commanded to join ' 
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fhe cfaaich, onlees we soppoae tlut ii\ tbetft 
can be done as well out of the chnrcli as in i^ 
which would be to deny Uiat the church rela- 
tion was worth any thiug at idl. 

Seeing, then, that Beekers are conunanded to 
join the church, to forbid them to do so is to 
make void the commandments of Gijd by the 
doctrines and commandments of men. If the 
master himself has indeed goaranteed to the 
humble but sincere seeker tbo right to join the 
church, such a one has, by necessary conse- 
quence, the rif^t to all the ordinances secured 
by that relation. Many, veiy honestly, I allow, 
feel strong opposition to this view of the sub- 
ject, and oppose it with a zeal worthy of the 
beat of causes. Such opposition, however 
honestly and zealously made, no more proves 
it to be wrong than the indignation of the 
Jews proves that it was wrong for the Lord to 
eat and drink with publicans and sinners. 

An examination of a few examples left as by 
onr Lord and his apostles will, we think, esta- 
blish the view we have taken of the law of 
Christ. Let it be remembered that many sects 
in ilte present day contend that* none but truly 
regenerated persons have any right to join the 
church. These have introduced the practice of 
hearing the experiences of those who wish to 
join the church, in order that they may be able 
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to determine whether each applicants have the 
right to join or not. Ifow, for thia practice 
there is either the law of Christ or it is from 
man oulj. If there be a law of Christ author- 
iziDg the church to receive members by making 
8 decision upon their religions experience, that 
law can be found in the New Testament, or, at 
least, what I admit would be equal to it, the 
evidence that Ohristr or his apostles received 
members in that way. But, if neither Christ 
nor his apostles received members bj expe- 
rieuco, and left: no command for us to receive 
in that way, it is manifest the law requiring it 
is a human law, by the observance of which 
men make void those commandments of Christ 
which we have already brought to view, by the 
traditions of men. Unless this law, or the evi- 
dence of its observance, can be found in the 
New Testament, it is in itself a nullify, and 
those who exact obedience to it act without 
law, above law, and contrary to law, having no 
other than human authority. If Christ be the 
only lawgiver in his own kingdom, as we most 
etrenuonsly contend he is, those who enacted 
this man-made law usurped the divine preroga- 
tive by assuming the law-making power. 

Let us now see what we can learn from Scrip- 
tore example. We will first see how the Lord 
received liis twelve disciples. 
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"From that time Jeans began to preach, and 
to say, Bepent: for tjie kingdom of heaven ia 
at hand. And J«8Ub, walking by the eea of 
G^ilee, saw two brethren; Simon called Peter, 
and Aiidrew his brother, casUtig a net into the 
sea : for they were fishers. And he sutb onto 
them, Tollow me, and I will make you fiahers 
of men. And they Btraightwaj left their nets, 
and followed him. And going on from thence, 
he saw other two brethren, James the son of 
Zebedee, and John his brother, in a ship with 
Zebedee their father, mending their nets; and 
be called them. And they immediately left 
the ship and their father, and followed him." 
Matt. iv. 17-22. 

"And as he passed by, he saw Levi the son 
of AIpheoB sitting at the receipt of custom, and 
said nnto him , Follow me. And he arose and 
followed him." Mark ii. 14. . 

All the Evangelists have given us the account 
of the call of these disciples. None but Luke 
records any fact omitted in the account giveq 
by Matthew as quoted above. Here is the fact 
alluded to. It is in regard to Peter. He s^d, 
"I am a sinful man, Lord." Luke'V. 8. We 
conclude that we have all the material facts be* 
fore OB, — at least a sufficiency to enable us to 
determine whether Christ received these discir 
pies by expetience or in some other way. There 
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is do meDtion made of any of them relating 
their experieDce, the reason of which, doubt- 
leas, ia^ no Bueh thing took place. If not, it is 
because ChriBt did not receive disciplea in that 
way. 

"W"e would ask the advocates of this modem 
usage whether Simon Peter could have given 
in, a,s it is called, a Christian experience? He 
said he was a ainful man. If he told the truth, 
he had no experience to relate ; if not, he was 
guilty of falsehood, for which he should have 
been expelled, if he had been in previously. 
So far, the law we have examined in the former 
part of thia essay, and the examples now before 
ua, correapond exactly. Let us see how the 
apostles practised under their view of the di- 
vine law. 

Every one would expect to find something 
explicit from the apostles as to their mode of 
receiving members. It will be interesting to 
follow tiie accounts of their revivfds. The 
most interesting account is the first one. On 
the day of Pentecost three thousand were re- 
ceived into the church. In the reception of 
these we may learn the apostolic mode of re- 
ceiving members. 

"Now, when they heard this, they were 
pricked in their heart, and said unto Peter and 
to the rest of the apoaUes, Men and brethren, 
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what shall we do ? Then Peter said unto them, 
Bepent, and be baptized every one of yon in 
the name of Jesus Christ, for the remission of 
sms, and ye ehall receive the gift of the Holy 
Ghost." Acts ii. 37, 38. 

!N'o regular comment on this passage is neces- 
sary. The mnltitude must have been under 
great excitement, many of them truly awakened. 
From these the general ciy was, "What shall 
we do?" At the time this solemn inquiry waa 
made, no experience of grace could have been 
related; and, at the same time, Peter directed, 
them to be baptized for the,remi3si(m of sins. It 
seems that baptism was to precede remission ; 
conBequently, there was no place for this new 
method. If the apostles ever intended to in-.- 
troduce thiB law, the day of Pentecost was a 
iavorable time for it. I cannot think the 
account of this would have been omitted if it 
had taken place. There were too many to be 
received by experience in one day. " The same 
day there were added unto them about three 
thousand souls." Acts ii. 41. "Who can believe 
that the apostles heard an account of conviction 
and conversion from three thousand, and then 
baptized the same number, in one day? No 
man living, we ima^ne, either does or can be- 
lieve any such thing, let his prepossessions be 
what they may. We inaist these three tiiou- 
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sand did not join by experience, not only be- 
cause the thing appears to be imiioBsible, but 
because not one word is said about their join- 
ing in that way: the reason of which moat 
obviously is, no such thing took ^lace. If not, 
it was because the apostles ^d not receive in 
that way. They understiiod the law of Christ 
differently and better. 

It is supposed the case of tbe Ethiopian 
eunuch is an example in fevor of the new law. 
, Mr. Howell, a leading Baptist writer, has ihe 
following reckless assertions on the subject:^ 

"So scrupulous was this evangelist in his 
determination to confomi to the commission 
by baptizing believers, and believers only, that, 
' on another memorable occasion, although pre- ' 
viously divinely instructed aa to his character, 
when the treasurer of Candace, Queen of the 
Ethiopians, had been taught by him, bad avowed 
himself a convert, and had made application 
for baptism, he paused to gveation him on his re- 
liffUms experience, and replied to his request. 
Acts viii. 38, by saying, 'If thou believest 
with all thy heart thou mayest' be baptized." 
— Sacramental Communion, p. 154. 

How Mr. Howell could find it iu his con- 
science to pen the above is truly astonishing. 
It only shows what fanaticism will drive great 
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men to. All' that St Lake has said on that 
point is the following:-— 

"And Philip said. If thoa believest with all 
thy heart, thon mayeBt And he answered and 
Bud, / bdieve thai Jesus Girist is the Son of God." 
Acta viii. 37. 

So far as the proof goes, Philip did not g«es- 
(ioM him on his "religious experience;" nordld 
he relate any. Instead of any such, -he tells the 
applicant for admia^on into the church that, if 
he helieved, he might. Upon a profession, not 
of conversion, Mr. Howell, hut of faith, he bap- 
tized him. But what did the eunuch believe? 
Bid he believe himself regenerated ? He doubt- 
less did, if snoh were the fact. Bnt was ho 
baptized upon a profession of this faith? Or 
was he baptized upon a profession of his faith 
in the Mesaiahship of Christ? These inquiries 
are easily answered. 

But to this it will be objected that eucl . 
as Philip required and the eunndi pro 
implies a regenerate heart If this be 
will upset all we have said about it, Lc . 
Bible answer this objection. "Then Simon 
himself believed also." Acta viii. 18. Now, 
what did Simon the sorcerer believe? Did he 
believe himself regenerated? If he did, he be- 
lieved a lie, nnless he fell from grace before 
Peter anived; for Peter swd to him, "I per- 
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ceive tboa art in the gall of bitteraesB, and in 
the bond of iniquity." Acta viii. 28. It is not 
said what Simon believed ; but we may suppose 
that he "believed that Jesos Christ was the 
Son of God." I am aware that some consider 
Simon Magus ae a jtreiended believer ; but of 
this there is not the least evidence. If he had 
the required Mth when he vma baptized, — ^nd 
this we cannot deny without flatly contradict- 
ing the Bible, — then is it certain that either the 
apostles did not require those they baptized to 
believe themselves regenerated, or that Simon 
was truly regenerated when Philip baptized 
him, but apostatized before Peter arrived. Bnt 
this latter cannot be, for he had never received 
the Holy Ghost. The conclusion is inevitable. 
Here then is believers' baptism withont any ex- 
perience to tell. This is the case with all these 
Samaritans baptized by Philip ; they believed 
his preaching^ but the Holy Ghost had fallen 
on none of them till Peter and John came 
down and laid their huids upon them. 

Let us not be told that thew Samaritans de- 
ceived Philip; for of this there is no proo£ I 
cawot receive conjecture. I must learn what 
j^ostolic usage waa by what the Bible says, 
not by what interested sectarians say. The 
troth muBt be that Simon gave in no experience 
when he received baptism; not any more 
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than Jadas. Kow, Mr. Howell, as you know 
80 much about Philip, and the eunuch, it may 
be that you could tell ua something about Judaa. 
If you can, I would be glad the next book you 
write on Sacramental Communion, you would 
answer the following queatiouB: — ^When Christ 
received the twelve, did he "question them on 
their religious experience?" If Judaa waa 
"questioned on his religious experience," and 
gave satisfaction, did be profess a lie, or the 
truth? If the truth, did he retain his grace, 
and die in the divine favor? If a lie, did he 
deceive Christ ? Or did Christ receive him with 
a lie in his month, knowing sach to be the &ct f 
If you can answer these questions satisfactorily, 
many would be obliged to you. 

Saul of Tarsus, (Acts ix. 18,) and the com- 
pany at the house of Cornelius, (Acts z. 44-18,) 
could have given a true gospel ezperienceif it , 
had been required; but there is not the least 
evidence that they did it, or that they were re- 
quired to do it. Far from it 

On the suppontion that the apostles received 
by experience, is it not strange that the whole 
New Testament furnishes no example of^ny 
one relating an experience aa evidence of fit- 
neaa for baptism ? Experiences are recorded, 
which shows they were considered of great im* 
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portance, bat neither law nor precedent for the 
relation of them preparatory to baptism. 

The conclosion to which our examination 
haa brought ub in regard to the practice of the 
^mstiee is that thej baptized all who pro- 
fessed to believe that JeHua Christ was the tme 
Messiah, and, by coneeqaence, the SaTiour of 
the world. It is altogether probable that the 
receiving by experience is quite a modem 
practice, having no other than the authority 
of human tradition. Wliere this nBage haa 
obtfuned, we insist a chattge in the t^rms of 
discipleship has taken place. We are not 
alone in this, 

Dr. Mosheim maybe considered against us 
as to the proprieiy of the cliange in the order 
of receiving members into the church ; bat he 
amply sustains our position as to the rea/t^ of 
such change. See his Ecclesiastical Histoiy, 
book i part iL century i. chapter iii. section t. 
He says: — 

"In the earUeai times of tbe churchy all who 
professed firmly to believe that Jesits was the (mly 
Redeemer of the world, and who, in consequence 
of J^ profession, promised to live in a manner 
coal&iyble to the purity of his holy reli^on, 
were immediai^ reeewed among the disciples of 
. Christ This was all the preparation for bap- 
tism THSK required; and a more Mcurate itt- 
9 
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atruction in the doctrineB of Christianity wm 
to be adminietered to them after their receiving 
that Bacrament But when Chrietianiiy had 
acqiiired more connsterwe, and churches rose to 
God and his eternal Son almoet in every na- 
tion, THIS ODSTOM WAS CHABGHD, foT the toisest and 
most 3<dui reasons. Then rume were admitted to 
haptism but Buch ae had been previously in- 
Btructed in the principal points of Christiani^, 
and had also given satisfaeUyry proofs of-pxms dia- 



Kow, according to the doctor, "from the 
earliest times," during the first century, or 
"times" of the apostles, members were re- 
ceived into the church *'imm£dmtely," without 
ezamioing into the "aatds&ctory proo& of 
j^ons dispoBitions and upright intentions." No 
Bitch thing as receiving by e^erienee was then 
known. Thifl improvement was left for the ' 
wiBdom of afler times, when men had leisure 
to become wise above what was written. 

I agree that in the "times" of the apostles, 
which were "the earliest times" to which the 
learned doctor alludes, "a, firm belief that 
Jeeqa was the only Redeemer of the w^W," 
and a promise to conform to the puh^ ^hiB 
relipon, was all the preparation required for 
baptism; and I also agree that this scriptural 
**«QKtOPiwaa f!h#nged;" bptvhen thp doctor 
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H^ this change was for " the wisest and most 
solid nasona," I diBagree with him altogether. 
These reasons, be they what they may, can 
neither be wise nor aolid, since they make void 
the law of Christ The reaUty of this change 
is further con£nned by Dr. Rater in. lus Church 
Slstoiy, Century L chapter iiL p. 27. He 
says:— 

" The initiatory nte ofbaptism was permitted 
to all who acknowledged the tmtha of the 
gospel and promised conformity to ite laws. 
The introduction of unworthy and disorderly 
persons into the chnrch, from this easiness of 
fltfmtssum, nataraU^ narrowed the terms of com- 
munion ; and baptism was afterward conjmed to 
those who had been prmausly instructed in reli- 
giona knowledge and proved the sincerity pf 
their profession by the regolarity of their lives. 
The probationers for admission into the> society 
of ChiiBlnans took the humble name of cate- 
chnmenB, while those ^ho were already/ conse- 
crated by baptism were distinguished by the 
superior iiUe of believers." 

Very little comment on this passage is ne- 
cessary. Dr. Buter, instead ofgivinglus opinion 
of either the wisdom or the solidity of the 
reflsons for this change, pves the reasons them- 
selvea. These were the '* introduction of un- 
worthy and disorderly persons into the churchy" 
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which, as be says, "naturaOy UBitowed the 
terms of communion," &c. This "narrowing" 
may, for what I know, have been "natural,'.' 
hut it eurelj was unscriptural; it set aside the 
apostolic "easiness of admission," and made 
Toid the law of Chriet by the comroandmeDts 
of men. Karrowing the terms of commauion 
has not cured the evil : disorderly persons are 
still received into the chnrch. By such de- 
partures the church has wandereid very far 
from the laws -of the kingdom. May she 
speedily return! 

According to the quotation from Dr. Buter, 
"those who were already consecrated by bap- 
tism were distinguished by the superior title 
of believers." Thus, it is plain, they were 
called believers on account of their submitting 
to baptism, without any reference to the state 
of the heart This explains the case of Simod 
the sorcerer, concerning whom we have else- 
where spoken. The term believer did not in 
those times imply, necessarily, a regenerate 
heart, as it has been made to do in modem 
tiroes. It is more than probable that they 
were so called, not because they believed them- 
eelves regenerated, but becanse they believed 
that Jesus was the Son of Qod, All who be- 
lieved this were entitled to baptism, whe^er 
ttiey believed themselves regenerated or not. 



„.Go<,gk 



BAPTIBT COHTROTBRST. 8T 

~ Id the profeeeion of this &itb and the recep- 
tion of haptism, the pagan Gentiles renounced 
tbeir idols, as did the Jews their Judaism. It 
is, therefore, natural that even a 6eeker who 
has been baptized Bhould be called a believer. 

. Two claesee of believers seem to have received 
baptism in the daysof the apostles :~-l. Kegene- 
rated believers, such as Saul and the converts 
at the house of Cornelius; dnd, 2. Those who 
were seekers onl;, such as the three thousand 
on the day of Pentecost aud those whom Philip 
baptized in 8amaria. Acts viii. 12, 13. Of 
these Bamaritans, we are expressly told that 
they had not received the Holy Ghost, only 
they were baptized in the name of the Lord 
Jeeos. Acts viii. 15, 16. It may not be amiss 
to remark that there are two general classes of 
unbelievers who are not entitled to baptism:— 
1. Snch as have examined Christianity, more or 
less, and have rejected the evidence which con- 
vinces others that Jesna was the true Messiah, 
and have settled down in unbelief; 2. Buch aa 
have cared nothing about it, consequently ex- 
amined nothings concerning it; whose god is 
their belly, and their end destnmtion. 

Having, as we believe, proved from the Bible 
itself that the law of Christ authorizes seekers 
to join the chareh, and that the apostles re- 
ceived them without their relating any experi> 
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ence of grace whatever, we shall now proceed 
to ahow, if we cac, that the proibssed object of 
receiving hj experience ia not, nor can it ever ' 
be, realized. 

The avowed object of receiving members in 
thie way is, that the church may be composed 
entirely of regenerate pereons. To show that 
thia object is not attfuned, it ia only neceaaarr 
to mention it. There ia not a sect in all the 
land that thinka that it has accomplished any 
Bach thing. "We know of no denomination 
that has come any nearer the attainment of 
this object than the Methodiste, who receive 
seekers, and who examine the experience of 
none, as preparatoiy to baptism. If we are 
right in this, those who practise upon this man- 
made law accomplish nothing at all by such 
practice. This complete and entire feilure is 
no mean comment upon the wisdom of the 
measure. This &ilure is not only complete 
now, but it muat continue to be a &ilure until 
man can look upon the heart "Man lcx>keth on 
the miiward appearance, but the Lord looketh an 
the heart." 1 Samuel xvi. 7. Now, who can de- 
termine the atate of the heart without looking 
into it ? If you say, No one, then you acknow- 
ledge that the relation of an experience is use- 
less BO far aa that matter is concerned. If yoa 
i*y, The church, then I ask how a church niade 
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tip of those who do not know whetiiet their 
own bearte are regenerated could decide npon 
a brother's experience ? For let it be remem- 
bered, that most of those who. advocate this 
mode of receiving members hold that a man 
may have religion without knowing it; and 
some of them bold that no one can know it 
One would suppose that such a set would ba 
poor judges of Buch matters. How often the 
church heats and decides, gives the right hand 
of fellowship, and then shortly confesses that 
she was deceived ! Yes, brethren, you know the 
church la ofUm. deceived in that matter; and I 
would affectionately remind you that candidates 
for admission can be, and, in my opinion, often 
are, deceived. The church cannot decide, 
understandingly, such a matter. If not, she 
should not attempt it. She should not, because 
there is danger of an ine^cperienced man's be- 
lieving himself converted, without any other 
reason for it than the decision of tiie church 
on his case. If eo, no decision of the church 
can ever make his conversion real. If not, no 
sncli decision ought to be made, or any step 
taken to delude him, to confirm him in his de- 
lusion. This is rather a serious business. A 
man thus deluded may consider himself safe 
when he has never felt the power of God's con- 
vertJDg grace. This delusion is the more 
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tiftzardoaa, Beeiog that those deaotouaatioM 
which make such decisiom teachtheir people 
Ihat they can bever &11 from grace, and also that 
. they may have' religion and not know it. To 
Settle men down in this way is dangerous ia 
the extreme. 

This is a painful part of the Bubject, bnt I 
dare not pass it. If the evideaces of a rege- 
nerate heart be bo auperfioial that a man may 
experience that great work and not know it, 
must theynot be too superficial to enable those 
who do not know their own hearts to be right 
to niake np a correct judgment npon the wOTk? 
"We object not to tiie relation of experieucea 
for the purpose of ediffing and comforting one 
another. What we object to ia the requiring 
a relation of &em as a prerequisite to baptism. 
Where this is the case, there are frequently 
many temptationa to receive upon very super- 
ficial ezperienees, — eo superficial, indeed, that 
frequently they are heard privately. Some de- 
nominations have what they call church ses- 
sions, who always receive privately. The 
object of receiving tins privately is very ob- 
vious. The Baptists usodly hear these di«ams 
and the like publicly. It is only when they 
have a special case that they hear it privately, 
and then get some one, that is better up to it, 
to tell it to the church. Very good people 



BAP1ISI OONTROTHtST. 41 

aometimee allow tberotelveB to become vtry 
taaiouB for those to join the cbarch about 
whom they feel epetnal coDcem. In Bach casei 
there is great danger of deceiving and being 
deceived. Thoa m^ are persnaded that they 
are converted when they are not We shoald 
never persuade a man that he bas religion. 
We may peraiiade him to join the church as a 
meana of conversion, withoat ronning die liak 
of deceiving him. When a man realizea that 
great work, he needs no perauasion of it. He 
knowfi it himself. "Every one that loveti ia 
bom of God, and knowetk Ghd." 1 John iv. 7. 
"He that believetb qb the Son of 6od hath tkt 
uniness m hinuelf." 1 John v. 10. Let no man 
consider this matter settled till the "Spirit 
itself bear witness vrith his spirit that he is a 
child of God." Horn. viii. 16. Soch a one will 
need no persn&fflon to indnce him to believe 
himself converted. Our inability to judge cor- 
rectly is a Bofficient reason why We shoald not 
jadge at all. By this hearing goeaaing, and 
judging, we can only deceive oarselves, and 
settie down irreli^oos men under the most 
fearful delusion. An economy that so con- 
stantly exposes ns to this great evil cannot be 
the economy of the New Testament The Lord 
alone can look upon the heart 
Oar views are now before the reader. Let 
*• 
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the whole be examined in the fear of God. 
Let noUiing but the troth be received. Lei 
the Bible be followed. I ask no more. 



OS THE BiaET OF IXFASTB TO CHUKCH MBM- 
BKRSHIP. r 

The Abrahamie covenant secured the right 
of in&Dta to church memberaMp ; and that right 
must of oeceBsity remain aa long as that cove- 
nant remuns in foil force. Hence the great 
question to he settled is, whether that covenant 
is done away or yet remunS. We contend 
that the Abrahamie covenant is not done away, 

1. JBeeause it is the promise of salvaMm through 
ihe Messiah. 

This we prove by the following pasHages : — 
"Brethren, I speak after the manner of men; 
though it be btit a man's covenant, yet if it be 
eonjirmed, no man disannvUeih, or addeth thereta 
Now to Abraham and his seed were the promises 
made. He saith not, And to seeds, as of many ; 
but as of oney And to thy seed, which is CSirisL 
And this I say, That the covenant that was con~ 
firmed before of God »i Christ, the law, which 
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WB8 four haniireii and thirty years after, cOTtnot 
disajmid, that it Bhoald make tiie promise of none 
^ect." Gfii. iii. Id, 17. In this quotation the 
word "covenant" is used twice, the word "pro- 
mise" twice. They are used interchsngeahly, 
the one for the other, and, therefore, mean the 
same thing. But what was &e "promise" here 
called a "covenant"? "And in thy seed (thy 
Christ) shall aU the natuma of the earth h« 
hlessed." 6en. zxii. 18. We insist that this 
covenant is not abrogated, 

2. Because Christiana are etdled the chUdren 
of it. 

"Ye are the children of the prophets, and of 
the covenant which God made with our fethers, 
saying unto Abraham, And in thy seed (thy 
Chiist) shaU cdl the hndreds of the earth be 
blessed." Acta iii. 25. . Here the promise of 
Christ ie called the covenant which God made 
with our fathers, saying unto Abraham, ' &c. 
How dare any one to say this covenant is done 
away ? It is not done away, 

S. Because Abraham is called ike father of be- 
Uevinff Chrisiums. 

"The father of all them that believe." Kom, 
iv. 11. It is not done away, 

4. Became Christians are cedkd the children of 
Abraham. 

" Know ye, therefore, that they which are of 
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fitttb, the tame are the etaldren of Abraham." 
Qai. iti. 7. It is not done away, 

5. Because the procUtmaHm. of it is a^ed 
preaching the gospd. 

"And tbe Bcriptare, foreaeeing that Gk>d 
would j ustify the hea&en through &ith, ■preached 
b^ore the qospbl wnfo Abraham, saying, In thee 
afiaU ail naSom be blessed" Qal. iii. 8, 

From this passage we learn that Abrabam 
was fully infftmcted in the nature of the hleso- 
ing promised through Christ. How else could 
the gospel be preached to him? When Qiia 
gospel was preached to Abraham, he " believed 
God, and it wa« counted to him for righteoua- 
ness." Rom. iv. 3. 

H the promise of a Messiah he indeed thft 
covenant of the Lord, established with Abra- 
ham, then are the privileges and blessings of 
the churoh such aa flow from such promise. 
Salvation Was the chief blessing promised 
through Christ. It was justification through 
futh, (Qal. iii. 8 ;) the "righteousness of &ith." 
Bom. iv. 11. There vtete two wa^ of repre- 
senting these blessings : — ^The offering of sacri- 
fices, typifying the blood of Christ shed for our 
pardon ; Ciroumcision, a seal of the righteous- 
ness of fiiith, secured by the application of the 
merit of that blood by the Spirit All who 
were intereated in this promised atonement 
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■were required to be circomeised. It being in 
the mind of Qod to save children, he made the 
promise of it to them, and enjoined their cir- 
cnmciBioTi, which secured religions training. 
"For I know him, that he will command Me 
i^ildren and his household after him," ic. Qem. 
xriii. 19. If in&nts were fit subjects to he 
made partakers of eternal life, it was anitable 
to give them the outward sign of the Spirit's 
work. lu&nta were circumcised because they 
were interested in the Saviour. Their right to 
the church was founded on their right to salva- 
tiOQ. It will be hard to prove that they have 
tost the one while Ihe other is retained. While 
their right to salvation through the Saviour re- 
mains, their right to the church, in which they 
are to be trained for bliss, must remain ; they 
should, therefore, be inducted into the church 
by its distinguishing ceremony, baptism. 

The easenticUa of religion have never changed ; 
nor can they change. They are the same they 
have always been. We have seen that the 
covenant which secured the right of chnrcL- 
membersliip to in&nts contfuned those essen- 
tials, and that in&nts are interested in them, 
OR which account, no doubt, the right was se- . 
cured. If religion be ever the same, and the 
covenant an everlasting covenant in which 
Gkid has promised to he a Qod to as and our 
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children, (Gen. xviL 7,) then sboald we keep die 
covenant, we and our children, in onr genera- 
tiona: Gen.zvii. 9. 

The true stste of the case seems to be this : — 
Circumcision was a seal of the rigkteoustiess of 
faith, t e. & seal of the plan of salvaHoti. The 
plan is Qnchangeahly, from first to last, salva- 
tion by &ith in Chriet, and i» not done away. 
Nor is it without a seal. The seal lias been 
changed by our great Lawgiver from circam- 
cision to baptism: for "he that believeth," i. e. 
obtains the righteontness of &itlf , " and is bap- 
tized," i. e. takes on him Uiis easy seal, "shall 
be saved." The changing of the seal, or sign, 
by no means argues a change in the religion 
of the Lord. 

Let us see if circamcision under the old dis- 
pensation, and baptism under the new, are not 
used for the same purpose. 

1. Circumcision represents the work of the 
Holy Ghost in the heart. 

"And the Lord thy God will circnmcise thy 
heart, and the heart of thy seed, to love the 
Lord thy God with all thy heart, and with all 
'^hy Boul, that thou mayest live." Bent xxx. 6. 
. But " the love of God is shed abroad in onr 
hearta by the Holy Ghost given unto us." 
Bom. V. 5. Therefore, circumcision representa 
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the baptiemal iDflnence of the Holy Ghost, ■ 
Again:— 

' "He is not a Jew which is one oatwanlly; 
neither is that circamoiaion which is oatwMd 
in the fleeh : but he ia a Jew which is one in- 
~ wardly, wid drcvrndsion, is that of the heart, m the 
dpirit, and not in the letter ; whose praise ia not . 
of men, but of God." Rom. ii. 28, 29. This 
heart-work most be the work of the Holy 
OhoBt. The apostle colls it the work of the 
heart, in the ^yfrii. He also caUs it the dreumr 
eision of the heart. Outward circumci^on avul* 
eth nothing, if it be without the inward cir- 
cnmcision, by which a man becomes a new 
creature. The circumcision of the heart must 
be what our Lord calls tha new birth. 

A Baptist brother once said, in my he«ing, 
that the baptism of &e Spirit came in the room 
of circumcision. That brother, and all of his 
&ith, would do well to remember that the bap- 
tism of the Spirit has always stood in its own 
place. 

Having shown that circumcision represented 
the baptismal influence of the Holy Ghcwt, we 
shall now proceed to see whether baptism does 
not represent the same influence. 

2. i^aptism represents the work of ibs Holy 
Ghost in the heart. 

"I indeed baptize you with water) but h4 
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ihftll baptize yoD witti the Holy Ghoat." Matt. 
iii. 11. "John truly bapiized with water, bnt 
ye shall be baptized with the Holy Ghost not 
many days hence." Acta i. 5 ; Acts xi. 16. Paol 
calls baptdism "the washing of regeneration," 
(Titus iii. 5,) "the washing of water." "Wash 
away thy bids." This vtashmg of regeneration 
haa taken the place of cironmcision. 

Gircumdsion was the seal of the righteone- . 
ness of Abraham's &a&~ Rom. iv. 11. So 
Panrs baptism represented the washing away 
of his ^ns. Acts zxii. 16. The righteousness 
of faith was the same in the patriarch and the 
^>oatle. In one it was Tepresented by circmn- 
(nsion; in the other, by baptism. The right- 
eonanesa of Mth never has changed, and never 
will change. Seals have changed, bnt the 
righteousneea of that Mth which takes hold 
of the great atonement haa not changed, and 
neoer can change till the government of God 
changes. The church of God yet stands vm- 
changed. The good olive-tree yet remaina. 
Some of its branches — the Jews and their chil- 
dren — ^have been broken off; aqd branches from 
the wild oUve-tree — the Gentiles and their chil- 
dren — ^have been grafted into it The Lord's 
vineyard haa not been tamed out to the wild 
beasts; bnt it has been taken from the Jewa 
and gtT«i to the G«ntilee. Infants have a 



„.Go<«lc 



BAPTIST CONTB0VBB8T. 49 

divine right to church privileges, clearly, Ttsder 
the Old Testament times. The chnrch being 
the same under all dispensations, that right 
remains niumpaired, unless their Christ has 
deprived them of it. If he has not done BO,'no 
other has the power to do it, norcah it be done 
without making void the commandments of 
God by the traditions of men. i 

We are sometimes told that circumcision was 
simply intended to distanguish the IsraeUtes 
from all other people. This it did not do. 
The lahmaelites, the'Edomitea, the descendants 
of the sons Abraham had by Eetnrah, tbe ser- 
vants bora in lus house, and the Egyptiaiia; 
were all circnnicised. We are also told that it 
was a sort of political pledge that Glod would 
give to Abraham's posteri^ the land of Oa- 
naan. This could not be. The Isbmaelites, 
the sons of £eturah, and the Edomitee, were 
all the posterity of Abraham, but never did re- 
ceive any part of that land. These were, there- 
fore, circumcised for something else. Similar 
difficulties occur in making it a pledge that the 
Messiah should descend ftom them. This it 
could not be to any but his immediate pro- 
genitors. Pat the pledge of this promise upon ^ 
Ishmael, and you put the pledge of a falsehood 
npon him. We must look, therefore, for some- 
thing in which the Ishmaelitee, the EdomitM, 

D i. 
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tte children of Ketorah, and Abrabam's ser- 
vitilts, were all intereated. Now, what wm 
th*t; "In tiij Beed (in % Christ) shall M 
&.e nations of the earth be blessed." G«n. zzii. 
18. This makes it all plain. Ohrist has oom« 
and ordered the blessing to be proclaimed to 
all nations. Abraham believed in Christ, and 
Ood counted it to him for righteoimieaB. H* 
then received circumcision as a seal of that 
righteousness. Futh in nothing bat the atone- 
ment of Christ conld make Abraham or any 
one else righteous. Jf not, the whole is pU^n. 
Children were circumcised because the promise 
waa made to them. For the same reason they 
should be baptized: for the f^wstie says, "The 
promise is onto you and yonr children," Jtc. 

Halving shown that in&nts were admitted to 
a place in the only church God ever iastitnted, 
npon the anthor^ of Qod. himself, and that no 
o^er titan Christ can have any authority to de- 
prive them of tliat tight, we shall now proceed 
to show that Christ not only has not deprived 
OQT children of a place in his kisgdom, bat 
that he has confirmed their right to it, and 
sanctioned, if not commanded, their reception. 
Take the following :— 

"At the same time came tiie dlBoipIes unto 

Jeeofl, saying. Who is the greatest in the Ida^ 

■ dom of heaven? And Jesus called a UitU chUd 

........Google 



BAPTIBT COHTROTIRST. 6l 

onto Mm, and set him in the midBt of them, 
and aaid, Verily, I say unto you, Except ye ht 
converted, and become as UtSe ehUdren, ye shall 
not enter into the kingdom of heaven. Who- 
soever, therefore, shall humble himself as this 
Utile chSd, the same is greatest in the kingdom 
of heaven. And whoso shall receive one such 
Hffle ehUd in my luime receiveth me." Matt. 
xviii. 1-6. 

1. This " little child" waa literally an icfani 
We are aware that some believe that a young 
convert is meant by the expression ^-lUik ehUd." 
That even old converts are sometimes called 
"little children" we do not deny; but that 
any Bort of an adnlt is called by that appella- 
tion in the text now nnder consideration 'is 
what no man, living or dead, ever did or ever 
will prove. When we consult the parallel pas- 
■age in Mark's account, the whole is plain: — 
**And he took a child, and set him in the midst 
of them : and when he had taken him in his arms, 
he said nnto them, Whosoever shall receive one 
of such Utile ckUdren in my name receiveth me : 
and whosoever shal! receive me receiveth not 
me, bat him that sent me." Mark ix. 86, ST. 
Here we are informed explicitly that this " little 
child" wae "taken in his arms," which proves 
h^ond successful contradiction that it waa a 
little infant, and not a young convert Nothing 
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farther, it is presQia«d, need be eaid on tltia 
bead. 

2. The kingdom of heaven, in this passage, 
means the chnrch on earth. This we argae ai 
follows : — 

The ^ciplea had bo far miEunderstood ths 
nature of the kingdom of heaven, then near«t 
hand, that they supposed it to he eecolar, and 
BO fell into a diepate aboat which of themselves 
should be the greatest man in it This gave 
Christ an opportunity of informing them that 
none of them were entitled to he in it, much 
less to be the great«8t of all that were in it, 
except they should be converted from these 
notions of worldly power and greatness, and 
become as little children, to feel dieir weakness 
-and helpleasnesB. 

S. Infantii, or little children, are to be r^ 
ceived into this kingdom of heaven. This the 
tezt itself declares: — "And whoso shall receive 
one such little child \mto the kingdom of hea- 
ven] in my name receiveth me." 

4. In&ntft are not only to be received into 
the church, but the Saviour has there made 
them -the models to the likeness of wbidi 
adults are to be converted before they are en- 
titled to enter into this kingdom. ' This the 
text also declares: — r" Except ye be converted. 
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and become as little children, ye shall not enter 
into the kingdom of heaven." 

If that converfflon which causea an adult to 
t«aemble a httle child makes him a proper sub- 
ject to be received into the chi#ch or to enter 
into the kingdom of heaven, mnat not the little 
child himself be a £t subject to enter into Hiat 
kingdom 1 On the eapposiiion that in&nta are 
not proper subjects to be received^ how could 
an adult that had become aa a Uttle child be 
properly received ? 

It was a severe reproof to tell his worldly- 
minded disciples, who were proudly looking 
forward to their fotnre greatnees when their 
Master ^ould sit upon the tiirone of an earthly 
monarch, making all nations tiibataiy to them, 
that, to become the greatest in his coming 
kingdom, they most humble themselves as the 
little child he had in bis arms ; and that they 
were not only to be humble like a child in order 
that they might enter into it, but that the chil- 
dren were also to be received in his name, and 
be as great as any adult could be. Upon the 
whole, we think it clear raiougb that by the 
kingdom of heaven, in this text, is meant the , 
Christian church, and that in&nts are to be re- 
ceived into it in the name of Christ We pro- 
ceed then to examine his declaration on another 



...Google 



M laSATS OH TEX 

"And they brongbt yown^ chSdrm to Hm, 
that he should touch them; and his disciples 
rebuked those that brought them. Bat when 
Jesns saw it be was much displeased, and said 
nnto them, Sif^a- (he Uitk chMreti to come mio 
me, and forbid them' not ; for of such is the king- 
dom of God. Verily I say unto you, Whoaoever 
shall not receive the kingdom of God as a lUUe 
child, he shall not enter tberein. And he took 
them up in his arms, put hia hands upon them, 
and blessed them," Hark x. 13, 16. 

Sere we have : — 

1. Infants, "young children,"- presented to 
the Mattter for his blessing. 

2. Those who brought ttifise infants to Christ 
were rebuked. 

8. At this rebuke, Christ, the lawprer, 
waa displeased, and revoked it with his own 
authority. 

4. He ordered the ^ciples to allow them to 
come to him, and never forbid them any more. 

6. He declares that of such children was the 
kingdom of God. 

6. He deelares them to be the model after 
which adults were to be received. They were 
to receive the kingdom just as little children 
receive it 

7. He ordained them, by the imposition of 
ids own hands, and prayer, (Matt. xix. 18, 16,) 
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to tbe lights, priTilegee, and " blesednga" of thit 
kingdom of which he declared them tile ntb- 
jeets. 

By "the kingdom of God"" in this paaeage ii 
eertaJnly meant the Ohristiaa dinrfih. This is 
&e only kingdom the keys of which (Matt. 
xvi. 19) were ever giren to the apoatlea who 
had now abut the door against these litde chil- 
dren. Into this idagdom we are commanded 
to Bofier the little children to come, and to for- 
bid them not. This command is given for th« 
best of re&Bous : — " Of such is the kingdom ot 
God." Bat how ure they to receive the king- 
dom of Gtod ? Jnet as ftn adnlt does : — by bap- 
tism, without giving in any experience. . If we 
have tightJy interpreted these passages of Ood's 
word, we have the sanction of the Saviour for 
in&nt baptism most clearly set forth and esta- 
blished. 

"Will our opponents ^ve ns the true expo- 
ntlon of these texts if we have not done itT 
Will they show that the phrases " kingdom of 
Ood" and "kingdom of heaven" do not mean 
the Christiau chntch, as we have set forttif 
J£ they mean any thing else, what is that other 
thing? Will they show that the aposfles could 
♦'receive Uttle chilton in the name of Christ," 
•od that little children could receive the king- 
dom of Ood without baptism 7 These ijneBtionfl 
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tbey will never answer. They, as usa&l, wilt 
give them the go by. 

"He Biuth unto him, Feed wj/ lamhs." John 
xxi. 15. 

1. These lambs are little children. We ai^O' 
this from adult Christians beisg called eheep in 
the 16th and 17th verses of the chapter. 

2. These ehildren are called ChiaCs land>s. 
They must therefore have been ^^reeaxxd in kia. 
name" into his kingdom; and theymnst alao 
have received his mark in their foreheads. 
Ezek. ix. 4; Bev. vii. 3. 

3. These lamha are to he fed.- This e::q)lun8 
the pastoral labors spoken of by the prophet : — 
" Gather the children, and those that suck the 
breasts." Joel ii. 16. But why wonld the pro- 
phet have these lambs gathered into the fold 
of Ohriet? We answer, that they might bo 
fed ; that they might be trained up in the way 
th^ e^oald go, or in the church. 

We most now proceed to notice the view th» 
apostles took of the law of Christ The £iat 
' elae we get to this part of onr subject is foond 
in Acts ii. 88, 89. "!^pent and be baptized^ 
every one of you, in the name of Jesns Christ, 
for the remission of sins, and ye shall receive 
tiie gift of the Holy Ghost For the fovmise 
is unto you, and to yoiar chSdren, and to all that 
ate afitf &S, even as many as the Lord our God 
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shall call." The prtmiae which is here said to 
be made to them and their children is, donbt- 
lesB, the one made at tihe firet inetitntion of 
circnmciBion ; — "And I will eBtablish my cove- 
nant between me and thee, end thy seed aiter 
thee, in their genenttions, for an everlasting 
covenant, to be a God unto theft and^ to thy, 
seed after thee." Gen. xvii. 7. Por the mean- 
ing of this *' everlasting covenant," see Acts iii; 
S5, Gen. zil. S, where it is proven to be the 
promise of a Saviour,^ — ^the right promise to 
renew with childreii at Hie inangnration of tlie 
Apostles, unless they have lost their interest in 
the Messiah. See Acts xvi. 81, where the pto- 
mise is made to the jailer and to all his house. 
We must look fiirther to the practice of the 
apOBUes for their Mth in the validly of in&nt 
baptism. They baptized the household of 
Lydia, (Acts xvi. 14, 15,) of the jailer, (83,) of 
Stephanas, (1 Cor. i. 16.) I am aware that it is 
said there were no iniants in toij of these 
honseholds. But this is asserted without any 
evidence or probability to sustain it We pur- 
pose no regular comment upon these household 
baptisms. It most be owned on both Sides 
that the Bible does not say whether there were 
any in&uts in any of them. We are only 
infoimed that whole fiuniliee were baptized. 
There ia one circumstance -which throws light 
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Upon the subject, connected with the casa of 
both Ljdift and the jailer : — that is, the account 
provee the conversion of the head of the family 
only. Their familiefi seem to have been bap-, 
tized on account of the ffuth of the parent. 

The preeamption is therefcn-e strong, that 
there were im&nts amon^ them. And what 
inoreaBes the probabili^ in the case of the 
jailer Ib, the apostolic answer to his question, 
" Whai must I do to be savedf" To this Paul 
and Silas answered, " BeUeve on the Lord Jesus 
Christ, and thou shalt be saved, atid ihy house." 
Acts xvi. 81. Here le a positive promise that 
his house should partake of the privileges and 
benefits of his fidth. The similarity in this 
promise to the one on the day of Pentecost 
must appear to all. 

The reader may judge whether these tejds 
throw light on this subject or not They 
teach, to our mind, a very interesting lesson. 
Whether there were ini^ts in these house- 
holds, or not, is of no consequence, if we feel 
satisfied that children were baptized ,on th« 
faith of their parents, just as th^ were drcom- 
ciaed on ench fidth. 

The case in the Tth chapter of 1st Corinthians 
throws some light on the sul^eot They seem 
to have gotten into nnmerons difficulties, which 
induced them to write to t^e apostle for advio«, 
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(ver. 1^) They were perplexed to know whetbto 
the Cbristian hoabsnd should continue to lire 
with an anconverted wife; to whidi Paul an- 
swered, "Let not ili£ husband put aiDat/ his v^e," 
(ver. 11.) To a Christian wife having a heaUien 
hnB&and, he BayB,r "Let not the wife depart 
{h>m her hushand," (ver. 10 ;) "let her not leave 
him," (Ver. IS.) There seems likewise to have 
been a donht whether the promise was made 
to children, unless both &ther and mother 
were ChristianB; to which the apoetle an- 
swers, "The onbelieving hoshand is sanctified 
hy the wife, uid the unbelieving wife is sancti- 
fied by the husband: else were your children 
unclean; but now are they holy," (ver. 14.) 
If ow, everybody knows that the Jews conudered 
all oUier nations unclean; and there is little 
doubt that there was enough of Jewish influ- 
ence at Corinth to produce all this difficulty 
about the unoleanness of children who had Imt 
one Christian pu^nt. The very existence of 
the difficult proves much. How could there 
be any serious difficulty about the children' 
unless there had been olgections to their beii^i^ 
baptized on account of one of thdr parenta 
being in unbelief? This aeoounta for the whole 
difficulty ; while on any other supposition it la 
wholly unaccountable. This view is further 
strengthened from Panl'teaUiDg the children 
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"hobf." He mnet have intended to teach thitt' 
1^^ were ceremoni^y holy, and bo there waa 
□oUiing in the way of their receiving baptiBm. 
He could not have meant they were pereooaUy 
holy ; foe each a state ia noway connected with 
the moral character of the parent. It could be 
■of no consequence whether the parents believed 
or not; they were by nature the children of 
wrath. But when we consider them holy, in 
reference to tbeir parents, it must be considered 
in view of the promise which is made to the 
children of pious parents : Act8,ii. 39, xvi. 81; 
Gal. iii. 16, 17 ; Gen. xvii. 7. If they were thus 
holy, they had a right to be partakers of the 
promise in the ordinance of bapti«n : Acta xvi. 
• 88. Once more : — 

"Moreover, brethren, I wonld not have yoQ 
ignorant, how that all our fitthere were under 
the cloud, and all passed through the sea ; and 
were all baptized unto Moses in the cloud and 
in the sea; and did all eat the same Bpiritoal 
meat; and did all drink the same spiritaal 
drink: for they drank of that Bpiritnal rock 
that followed them: and that rock waa Chiist." 
ICor.x. 1-4. 

"Now these things were our examples," 
(ver. 6.) But who were they that were baptized 
fisr" our examples"? "Six hundred thooeand 
»D foot that were men, beades ehSdren," £z. 
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xii. 37. This army of Isnelites who were "(dl 
baptized unto Moses for an example" to the 
Chiistian dmrdi had many "childreii." Here 
we not only have the proof that the children 

•were baptised, bnt, likewiae, that it was done 
as an example to m. 

We have seen that baptism came in the stead 
of circTuncision, and that Clod's charch had 
children in it from the days of Abraham, npon 
dmne autkoriiy, ahd that, instead of depriving 
them of this divine right, onr blessed Lord ex- 
pressly declw^ them to be the subjects of his 
kingdom, and also sanctions the reception of 
them in his name. We have likewise seen, 

' that when tiie Christian church was fiilly organ- 
ized under the new dispensation, tiie pro- 
mise to children was distinctly renewed. We 
have also seen that whole fiunilies were h«p- 

-Jdied without any evidence that any hut the 
parents were converted or consulted. How 
can we escape the conduuon that in&nts were 
baptized by the apostles in the name of Christ 
and upon his authority 7 

As we flatter oorselves that we have esta- 
blished ooT point, we shall close tins part of our 
subject with this remfu-k: — Qod never has had 

■» church since the days of Abraham, in heaven 

,'above or on earth A>elow, that had no in&nta 
in it ; nor do, we believe he ever will. When 
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we speak ^of God'a church, we do not meui s 
■ect. We are aware that several secta oot only 
exclude cbUdren from iAdr pale and from the 
ehareh, but aJso make a great deal of seotarian 
noise becaaee odiera buSsx the little chitdien to 
come. 



OBJECTIONS AHSTTBBED. 



Wb propose in this Essay to state and imawer 
some of the objections most commonly urged 
against in&nt baptism. 

1. InfatUa camtot believe; therefore, Ihey should 
not be baptized. 

Let us put this in the form of a syllogism, 
thus : — 

Baptism has reference to &ith ; 
But in&nta cannot e^sercise faith ; 
Therefore, infants should not be baptized. 

This argument takes for granted what is not 
tme ; — that is, that baptism can be of no benefit 
till the sabject can act &ith. It is an ad- 
vantage to a child to be raised np under church 
discipline, and should be esteemed a reiy high 
privilege. We therefore answer;— 
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Baptism entitles ua to chtin;h privil^es; 
In&nta need sQch pmilsges; 
Therefore, tbej aboald be baptized. 
But let OB try tMs objectioQ on a kindred 
subject 

CircomdeioD is a Beal of the righteoQeoess 
of faith-; 
lo&ntB cannot beliere ; 
Therefore, they ehoold not be circumcised. 
But if we do not take care, we will make void 
tiie commandments of Qod by our reasoning. 
Again: — 
He that believeth shall be saved ; 
In&nts cannot believe; 
Therefore, they cannot be saved. 
Again : — 
He that will not work should not eat; 
But infants cannot work; 
Therefore, they should not eat 
This shows the force of all such objectioiu, 
and need not be parsaed. 

2. It is objected that Infant baptism deprives 
our children of the right of choorang what d»< 
nominataOQ they will join. 

To this we reply, that those who have been 
baptized can make as judicious and as free a 
choice as those who have not Baptism does 
not take away their understanding, nor does 
it deprive them of Christian liberty. It is veiy 



..Go<«lc 



64 K83AT9 OS THS 

easy to nm away with the idea of the supposed 
right of choo^g. "Will any one contend that 
cor children have B right (o choose before they 
are capable of judging between trnth and error? 
Do any take more pains to prepossess their 
children in favor of their own fiectaiiaQ dog- 
mas than the Baptists do ? Everybody knows 
that, when parents wish to proselyte their chil- 
dren to their own sectarian views, they never 
think of relybg upon their baptism, but upon 
. a different thing. Moreover, the child is not 
by its baptism constituted a member of any 
sect. It does connect him with the cathoUc or 
general chnrch, hut not with any particular 
sect. Bnt suppose it did ; does it follow, there-- 
fore, that children should be taught to consider 
themselves as having nothing to do with the 
religion of the gospel. Are they to think onlyT 
Or are they to adf \ 

We are required to " train up our children 
in the way they shovld go : and when they are old 
they will not depart from it." Prov. sxii. 6. By 
tills we learn that parents and guardians are to 
choose the way m which cluldren are to go, and 
train them up in it. But if we trtin up our 
children in any way, we must first put them in 
thai way before we can so train them. The 
church is the school of Christ, in which our 
minds are to be disciplined to the service of 
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the Lord. If we would tnun oar t^^n to 
serve God, wlira% oonld we trun them better 
than ia biB church? Where can they labor 
better than in the Lord's -vineyard ? If early 
hahitB have an almost omnipotent control over 
. ns in after-life, is it not of great importance 
that we should endeavor to have as many reli- 
gions habits formed in childhood as possible ! 
But where can children learn this sort of habit 
BO readily as in the dinrch ? We might as well 
argao against the teaching of children iudos- 
triooB habits that they may get along in the 
world, as to argae against teaching them reli- 
g^ns habits that ihey may be prepared for the 
world to come. To tnun up a child in idle- 
ness in regard to domestic afiairs is to prepare 
him to be a v^;abond in human society. If 4 
child be tnuned in a total neglect of religion, 
he is apt to Uye a wicked life and die in his 
sins. 

8. It is objected that it does a child no good 
to baptize it; therefore, it shonld not be bap- 
tized. 

To which we might reply that it does them 
as mnch good as it does an adult; bnt this 
would be to answer one assertion with another. 
Let 114, therefore, examine the case carefully 
and in the light of God's word. To object to 
in&nt baptism is tp o]:yect to infant rd^fum, as 

B «• 
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I QSdentiuid it, iiq1«ss we intend our ehUdiwa 
to be Qnaketn. I understand the objections 
of oQr Baptist bratbren to be against in&nt 
religion as mnob or tsofb than againct infant 
bfit>tiem. Th^ objeet, as wa ander9tsn4 them, 
to the Quakers as mnoh as to wl The Quakeos 
connect their children vnih religioi^ daty 
withoat bapMem, and we hy baptism. Then, 
' if we mistake not, the objections are not so 
much to their being baptized as to th^r being 
reli^ona. Ail must admi^ who admit baptism 
ftt al), that, if children may be religious, the3r, 
by neceaaary consequence, may be baptized. 
K one ehild has ever been religions, that one 
demonstrates that the thing is pos^ble. Jonr, 
THS Baptist was "JSled with the Sohf Gkat/nm 
his birth." Luke i. 15. "And the buid of the 
Lord was with him," (verse 66.) "And the 
child grew, and w&xed strong in spirit," (yens 
80.) Thna, it appears that the only baptism ever 
received by J&kn the B(q>tisi was received m 
infdney. Strange, that a sect who claim to be 
descended from this same John should deny 
in&nt baptism altogether! John would be 
ev^Tway disqu^i^ed to t^e tiie sacrament 
with modem Baptists : fbr he was never ba]>^ 
tized, only in his infency, which they say is no 
baptism at all; and even then he was not imi 
loosed. How con\A. they give him the sacra- 
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meiit of the Snpper? If John were to come 
down from heaven, everybody knows where he 
wpnld have to go for the holy eommunioa. 
They know where, too, he could not get it. 

If it can be proven that a child ever did serve 
God, then is it proven that the service of G^od 
is suitable for children. "And the child did 
minister unto (fi« Lord before Eli the prieBt" 
1 Sam. ii. 11. "And the child waa yonng." 
1 Sam. i. 24. The age of Samuel i^ supposed 
to have been three years when he commenced 
the service of God. At any rate, it was when 
bis mother weaned him. Of thia child his 
mother smd, "I will give him nnto the Lord 
all the days of his life." 1 Sam. L 11. " Then I 
will bring him, that he may appear before the 
Lord, and there abide forever." 1 Sam, i. 22. 

The lesson to be learned from the history of 
Samuel is, that his mother dedicated him to 
God even before his birth, and God made him 
one of the most eminent of all the prophets. 
Onr faith in the proinise made to onr children 
(Acts ii. 89) should be greatly strengthened from 
the success of Hannah with her lii&e Samuel. 
If God blessed her son on account of her piety 
in giving him to the Lord, so will he bless 
mine, and yours, and all who may be thns 
piously given to him. 

We might enumerate many each oljectionfr; 
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bat, really, it is a small business. But oqq 
more will be noticed : — 

4. Baptism entitles those who are baptized, 
infanta as well as adults, to the sacrament of 
the Lord's Supper. Mr. Howell, a late Baptist 
writer, thus reproaches us on this subject: — 

" We most cheerfully at down at the table • 
of the Lord with all tlioae, if they have not 
forfeited their clums by heresy or immorality, 
whom we believe to be baptized. Do ^or 
pedobaptist brethren act with the same libe- 
rality ? Veiy far fiam it Their public pro- 
fessions would lead na to conclude that this is 
their practice, but when brought to the point 
they positively refuse I Is proof of this state- 
ment needed ? I ask, then, do they not believe 
their infants are baptized? Most certainly. 
Are they either heretical or immoral? Neither 
is pretended. Do they commune with them? 
No, never. Thus they at once exclude tioo-ihirds 
of the members of their own churches from 
the Lord's table 1'*^ (Sacramental Communion, 
page 265.) 

All this depends on the assumption that ^I 
who have been baptized are entitled to the 
sacrament of the Supper. Although Mr. H. 
works this assumption on our in&nt mem- 
bers, yet he furnishes in almost the same 
hreatii the proof that he himself holds that 
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Bomethmg else is necessaty. Accon^ng to 
the above extract, he can commnne with bap- 
tized persons "if tha/ hare not forfeited their 
claim by heresy or mmorahty." Then Mr. 
Howell woald exclude baptized adolte, under 
certun circnnaBtancee, &om the holy commu- 
nion. Now, we exclude baptized in&nta from 
the communion because they are not capable 
of doing it in remembrance of Christ. In 
tiiis we follow the example the Lord set ns in 
regard to the Passover. He was circumcised 
the eighth day, which entitled him to that 
feast, as much as baptism can to the Supper, 
yet he attended no such feast until he was 
twelve years old. Luke ii. 41, 42. Though we 
were to admit that all who approach the holy 
communion must be baptized, it does not fol- 
low that all who are baptized should commune. 
There is nothing in this, therefore, against in- 
fant baptism. 



OH THB THI8TISI0KY OF THE PRIMmVE lATHBRfl 
IN FAVOR OF INFAKT BAPTISM. 

Our argament, thus far, haa sought no other 
evidence of infont baptism, as a Christian in< 
atitution, than the Holy Scriptures. In this 
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BBsay we ah^ attempt to abow that it was ia 
nniverBftl Tise daring, the aeeond, third, and 
fourth centimes, no one objecting. We may 
remark that no seriouB oppoeition was ever 
made, bo &r as we can learn, to the validity 
of iuiont baptiem, until the twelfth century. 
If there waa, who made it? Will oar. oppo- 
nents answer? "We do not quote the fetiiers 
for any other purpose than to show what was 
the practice of the church in their day. If the 
practice was universal in the second and third 
centaries, it is worthy of our consideration. 

Justin Martyr, who wrote about forty years 
after the death of St, John, says : — 

"We also, who by him have had access to 
God, have not received this carnal circum- 
ciaioQ, but the spiritual circumcision which 
Enoch, and those like him, observed. And wa 
have received it by baptism, by the mercy of 
God, because we were sinners : and it is en- 
joined upon all persons to receive it in the 
same way." Again: — 

"We are ciRcuMcrsED by baptisu with 
Chbist's circumcision," (Dialogue with Try- 
pho, a Jew.) Again : — 

"Many persona among us, of sixty tmd. secenisf 
pears- old, of both sexes, who were discipkd to 
Christ m their childhood, do continue uncor- 
rapt»d-" (Apologia Prima.) 
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It is qaite cle&r that this fother beUevtd b^ 
tiam had taken the place of ctrcanu^on, and 
tliat, like circamcieioa, it w^ to be used in 
ehSdkood, with the exception, it was to be. v^ 
plied to "both eexea." 

Let it be remembered that we do not intro- 
duce Justin to prove the vaUdiiif of in&at bap- 
tiun, bat to show the antiquitj of tlte custom, 
that om* readers may consider for themselves 
where and &om whom the practice was de- 
rived. A few things we will notice : — 

Justin wrote within fartj years of St John, 
and was converted some eight or ten yesfs 
previous to &e time of bis writing. He was 
so near the apostolic tdmea as to make it difS- 
cnlt to see how he coald spe^ in truth of 
" many persona aixiy and sevenh/ years old, of both 
texes, who were discipled to Christ in their child- 
hood," without making it certala that these old 
disciples were baptized &om twenty to thinr^ 
yeais before the death of St. John; and that in 
their chUdhoad. It is likewise difficult to ac- 
count for his calling baptism Christ's eircum- 
cisioa, at that early period, without believing 
that the apostles had taught them that baptism 
had taken the place of that ordinance ; in 
which case, in&nt baptism must follow as mat^ 
ter of course. Well might Origen, who was 
bom A. D. 185, about eighty-five years after the 
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death of 8t Jobn, say "tte church reeaxsed from 
the aposUes a tradition even to give bapiism to tn- 
fmis." (CommeDt <m the EpUtle to the Bo- 
manB.) 

That iu&ut haptiem was in use at the time 
Jaetin wrote there is not, we think, a" reoBou- 
able doubt. It was done either in obedience 
to the teaching of the inspired apoetles, or 
was a bnman invention, introduced at that 
e^l; period, by which that teaching was made 
void. But if it be a human invention, as mo- 
dem Bapti^BtB constantly insist^ this inventioD 
was introduced from twenty to thir^ years 
before the death of the beloved disciple, John. 
"Why is it then that we have nothing against it 
&om any writer of those times? Justin wrote 
about the year 140. He spake of some, seven^ 
years old, who hltd been baptized in in&ncy oe 
cluldhood. Then, in this historical &ct, we 
are compelled to date in&nt baptism as early 
as A. D. 70, — ^twenty-Mx years before John wrote 
the book of Kevelation ; twenty years before 
the writing of his three Epistles ; four years 
after the writing of the Epistles of Jude, 2 Pe- 
ter, and 2 Timothy; five years after 1 Timothy, 
and the Epistle to Titus ; six years after the 
Epistle to the'Ephesians, Fhilippians, ColoB- 
siaos, Philemon, and the Hebrews ; and only 
ten years afber the Epistle to Romans, 2 Oorin- 
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tiuans, afl well as tlie Epistle of James and 
1 Peter. We ma; also remark, as John wrote 
tiie Qospel about a. d. 97 or 98, that io&ot 
baptism most have been in practice twetify- 
seven or twenty-eight years before that period. 
If 80, is it Tinnatural to believe it had apostolic 
sanction ? We maj rest assored, if the apcMiUes 
were as zealons against infont baptism as mo- 
dem Baptists are, they woold have made tiie 
stoatest opposition to it. Nay, we wonld have 
heard this, in the book of Revelation, ranked 
with the doctrine of the Nicohutanes, which 
thing the Lord hates. Is it probable tiiat John 
woald have made no mention of this innovar 
tion, even in his Qospel, when it had been in 
ezi«teDce twenty-eight years, if ha had been 
as hostile to it as some of the modems are ? 
Now, according to Justin, the church baptized 
children thirty years before the death of St 
John. Why did that holy apostle never op- 
pose it? This IB a question the Baptists will 
not answet. There may be some who question 
the veracity of Jostin, as he was not a Baptist, 
and, therefore, incapable of giving testimony 
agdnet Mr. HowbII'b old church, which, he 
says, is 1800 years old. This Justin must haye 
been a sincere man, as he proved his ainceri^ 
by his martyrdom. If Justin told the trath, 
here is pedobaptism in the days of the 
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spcwtlea wlthoat oppoeitdou. We shall pro- 
ceed to show that shortly after we have others 
bearing important teatimony. 

Irenteiu was bom about the time of Hm deaUi 
of John, in the eune country where the Evan- 
geliBt died. He was well acquunted with the 
stunted Polyearp, Bishop of Smyrna in Asia, 
according to Ensebius; luid the same that St. 
John calls the Angel of the church in Smyrna. 
Eosebius (Ecclesiastical History, book ir. chap. 
14) represents Irentens'as ^ving the following 
account of Folyoarp : — 

"And Polycarp, a man who had been in- 
Btroeted by the apoatlea, and had fiuniliar intar^ 
oooEHC with many that had seen Christ aod 
also been appointed iHshop by the apostlea ia 
Asia, id the church at Smyrna, irhom we also 
have seen in our youth, for be lived a long 
time and to a very advanced age, when, after 
a glorioDS and most distinguished martyrdom,, 
he departed this life. He always tanght what 
he had learned from the apoctles, what the 
church had handed down, and what is the only 
true doctrine." 

This is the Polycarp who, at his martyrdom, 
when the governor urged him to revile Christy 
replied, "Eighty and six years have I served 
him, and he never did me wrong ; and how cav 
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I now blaapbeme my King th&tbaB say«d me?" 
.(SiuebitiB, book iv. chap. 15.) 

iEaaebius (book v. chap, xx) records a letter 
^beneens addressed to Floriuas, in whicb Ire- 
nmum tboe speaks of Foljcaip and himself :~ 

"Jor I aaWtiiee, -when I was yet a boy, in the 
Xiower Aflla with Polycarp, moving in great 
8pl«ndor at court, and endeavoriDg by all 
means to gun bis estdem. I remember the 
events of those times mach better than those 
of more recent occurrence. As the studies of 
our yonth growing with our minds unite with 
it so firmly thst I can tell also the very place 
vhers the blessed Folycarp was accustomed to 
^ and disconiae; and also his entrances, his 
walks, the complexion of bis life and the foipi 
of bis body, and bis conversations with the 
people, and hia &miliar intercourse with John, 
as be was accuat£imed to tell, as also his fami- 
liarity with those that had seen the Lord. 
How also he used to relate their discourses, 
and what things be bad beard from them con- 
cerning the liori. Also, concerning bis mira- 
cles, his doctrine ; all these were told by Poly- 
carp, in consistency with the Holy Scriptures, 
afl he had received them from the eje-witnessea 
of the doctrine of salvation. These things, by 
the mercy of God, and the opportunity then 
afforded me, latie/Uiv^ heard, noting down, not 
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OQ paper, bat in my heart ; and tbeee same facta 
lam always in the habit, by tihe grace of Qod, 
to reeaU faithful^ to mmd." 

The reader knowB now enong^ of Ire&ssne^ 
tiie Biehop of Lyons, to appreciate the follow- 
ing declaration in favor of infant baptiam : — . 

" For he came to save all persons by himself: 
all, I Bay, who by him are regenerated to Gk>d; 
inform and UlUe ones, and chSdren, and youth, 
and elder persons." (Second book against 
heresies.) 

Where this &ther speaks of in&nts, little 
ones, and children being r^;enMBted to God, 
he itieans they were baptized to God. A mnl- 
titade of qaotationa might be brought forward 
to prove that tbe &tbers were accustomed to 
me baptism and regeneration as meaning the 
same thing. We shall introduce but one. 

Justin Martyr, in hie first Apology,_haa the 
following:— 

"We bring them to some place where there 
is water, and they are regenerated by the same 
way of reffmeraiUm by wbich»we were r^ene- 
raied; for they are washed with water in the 
rutme of God the Mither and Lord of all things, 
and of our Saviour Jesus Christ, and of the 
Holy Spirit." 

What Irenffius says does not prove that in- 
fant baptism is right, for he was not inspired : 
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bat it does prove that it was in use id his dsy; 
Mid, although he wrote against hnwy, he did 
not write against ii^nt baptiem ; nor did uaj 
other in those times -write against it, wluch 
they most assoredlj would if they had been 
opposed to it. What the reader will please 
lemamber is that Polycarp was the disciple of 
St. John, ftnd Ireneeus the disciple of Polycarp. 
As to the probabili^ of lua being in error, every 
one will fori^ his own opinion. 

Oiigen, who was bom a. d. 185, about eighty- 
fire years after the apostle Johh, says : — 

"Besides all this, let it be considered what 
is the reasim that, whereas the baptaam of the 
chorch lA given for forgiveness of rans, infarUa 
also, accordant to the hbaos of the CHuacH, are 
baptized; when, if there were nothing in in- 
£tDts that wanted forgiveness and mercy, the 
grace of baptism would be enperfiaous to 
them." (Eighth homily on Leviticns.) 

"It^anta cere baptized for the remisuon of 
KUB. Of what sins? Or when have they 
sinned? Or how can any reason of the laver 
in their case hold good but according to that 
sense we mentjoned even now: — 'None is free 
from pollution, though his life be bat the 
length of a mngle day upon the earth' ?" (Ho- 
mily on Lnke.) 
, "For Ihia the ohirch recdoed from tht ap6g&es 
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a tradmon eem to give beg>lism to mfanti. For 
they to whom the divine mysteries were com- 
mitted knew thftt there is in all persons the 
nataral pollation of sin, wMeh must be done away 
by water tmd the %>iriL" (Oomment on Ep. to 
the Roman B.) 

Eusebitis, who wrote in the fonrth centary, 
informs us that Origen was "conversant with 
the Holy Scriptures even when a child. He 
had been considerably trained in tiiem by his 
&tber, who, beeidea tJie study of the liberal 
sciences, had also careftilly stored his mind 
with these." {Book vi. chap. 2.) 

The same author informs us of the martyr- 
dom of his father when he was about seven- 
teen years old. Bome have alleged that his 
grandfatiier and great-grandfather were Ohris- 
tians. How this may be we pret^id not to 
know. It is, however, well established that he 
was raised a Christian. He is Considered on 
many accounts among the most eminent of the 
fethera. When he tells us that "the ckurch 
receioed from the apasUes a tradition to give bap- 
tism to infanU," although we admit that this 
does not necessarily prove that it did so receive 
it, yet it must prove that Oryen tkoughiso. As 
to the probability of his being mistaken, every 
one has a right to his own opinion. The 
reader will bear in mind that Ongen never 
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had any ccmtroreny on the gubjsct of iotnut 
baptism, nor did any ope ia his day; bi« 
decIttratioB is ther^»e to be nndentood as 
Tolantary, and lilsd b& being the g«aer»l opi- 
nion of the church in his day. Ib It probabl« 
l^at the whote chnrch was deceived on thia 
|)oint within two hundred years from the death 
<>f Christ? 

Origen tells as with whom infant baptinn 
originated. If he does not teU the truth 4d>oul it, 
will the Baptists give us the true aceowiU? Mr. 
Howell, can yon Cell us how the eighteen-huQ- 
dred-ye&ra' lAd Bt^Bt chnrch came to have 
pedobsptiam in it from the times of the aposUes, 
nem con., to the days of Peter de Bruis? But 
Mr. Howell has said one tmtb, (8ae. Com. p. 
202:) "Testimonies provingthat* *the church 
.eonridered baptism eeaential to salvation 
ftbonnd everywhere^" But there is doubt 
abont the following, (pp. 202, 208 :) " This errw 
crigmated two oth«^ equally egregious. The 
former was the admitmtraiion of baptism, to in- 
fants in cases of danger of death." "The 
latter error was substitution of a more agree- 
able form than immersion." 

Now, that the error of which Mr. Lowell 
speaks — namely, the considering of baptism 
necessaiy.to salvation — did exist in tiie seccmd 
and third eeataries, no one doubt«. Kor is 
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there any leRson to doubt that such ettor would 
lead to snperstition m yatioaB w&ju. Bot that 
tluB erroi; "oriffinaied" the adminiatratiou of 
baptism to in&nts in or mU of the danger of 
death, is What no living man can prove. Mr. 
H. doea not — he dare not — ^tryto prove it other- 
wise than by broad ajBsertion, at which he is 
good — very good. Mr. H. evidently intends to 
produce the impression that infant baptism at 
first was only administered to such as were 
sick, thongh he does not directly say so. 
BecklesB as he frequently is, he dare not say so. 

As to whether this error "originate" ".a 
more agreeable form than immersion," we 
shall consider in a fiiture essay. 

"We will now lay before the public the an- 
swer of the Cooncil at Carthage to a letter 
addressed to that body by Fidus. This coun- 
cil was composed of sixty-six bishops, and con- 
vened A. D. 263, a little more than two han- 
dred yeats from the cnidfixion, and about one 
hundred and £ity years from the death of St. 
John. 

The following is the answer :■, — 

"Gypiiau, and the rest of the bishops wlio 
are present at the council, in number sixty-si^ 
to Fidus, oar brother, greeting: 

" We read yom- letter, moat esteemed brother, 
in wMch-yoa write of one Victor, a priest^ Ac. 
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Bat to the case of infemis: — ^Wher^aa you judge 
•that they mnst not be baptized within two or 
three' days after they are bom, and that the 
rule of eircumciaion is to be observed, so that ' 
none should be baptized and sanctified before 
the eighth day after he is bom,' we ■mere, all in 
our assembly of a cootrabt opinicm. For, aa for 
what you thought fitting to be done, there was 
not one that was of your mind ; but aU of us, on 
the contrary, jvdged that the grace ami mercy of 
God is to be denied to no person that is bom. For 
whereas our Lord, in his gospel, says, 'The 
Son of man came not to destroy men's souls, 
but to save them,' as &r as lies in us, no soul,' 
if possible, is to be lost. So that we judge that 
no person is to be hindered &om obtaining the 
grace by the law that is now appointed, and 
that the spiritual circumcision ought not to be 
impeded by the circumcision that was accord- 
ing to the flesh, bat that all are to be admitted 
to the grace of Christ ; since Peter, speaking in 
the Acts of the Apostles, says, ' The Lord has 
shown me that no person is to be called com- 
mon or unclean.! 

" If any tiling could be an obstacle to per- 
sons against their obtaining Hxe grace, the 
adult, and grown, and aged would be rather 
hindered by their more grievous sins. If, 
then, the greatest oi&nders, and those that 
r 
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hfnra gpstoaaly unoed against God b^re, 
bftva, when th^ afterward come to believe, 
fbij^TenwB of their Bins, and ito peiaoo ie pro- 
hibited ftom b^tism and grace, how maeh. lesa 
reason is there to refase an in&ut, who, being 
newly bom, has no sin save that, being de- 
Hcended from Adam according to the fleBb,'ho 
bas from bis very birth contracted the conta^on 
of the death ancientij threatened, who comea 
for this reaaou more easily to receive the foi^ 
giveness of mns, because they are not hia own, 
bat others' sins that are fi>]^en him! 

" Thifl, therefore, moat eeteemed brother, was 
oar opinion in the assembly :~~that it ia not for 
OS to hinder any person &om baplism and the 
grace of Qod who is merciful and kind and 
stfecticmate to all. Which mle, as it ia to 
govern oniyerudly, bo we think it more eqie- 
cially to be observed in reference to infants and 
persons newly bom ; to whom oar help and 
the divine mercy is rather to be granted, becanse, 
by their weeping imd wuling at their first en- 
terance into tiie world, they do intimate nothing 
so much as that they implore compassion. 

"Beareat brothei^ we wish yon always good 
health." (Cyprian's epistle to Fidus.) 

If we had introduced this epistle to settle 
matters of opinion, it would settle several, so 
&r as Bach a General Cor^eretwe of Amuniaos, 
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as tbej tmdoubtedlj were, coold eettle them. 
!But in it we have tb« vnammons cona&at of 
sixt^'-^is bishops to In^t b^tisiu. ^is ia th« 
Jact wB wiah to eft4bUah,-i-Dameljj th«t in two 
huDdred years after Christ th« practice was 
nniveFsal, no one dispatiiig its VAlidity . Fidus 
had nothiDg to say against its validity. He 
only wished to prohibit them till they were 
eight days old. Not an hour longer. Another 
fact in the case is this: — this council founded 
their argoment in favor of the right of infantji 
to baptiam from their birth upon their right to 
salvation in the Eedeemer. In whatever elsa 
they were wrong, they were right in this. "3%« 
promise is unto you and to your children." "For 
of such is the kingdom of God." 

We would hazard nothing in asserting that 
not ^e first scrape of the peo can be found 
against the validity of in&nt bi^tism while the 
doctrine of a general atcmement was the doctrine 
of the whole church, which was the case until 
after the above council. Nay, the doctrine of 
a partial atonement was taught centuries before 
much opposition w^ made to infant baptism. 
One followed the other in process of time. 
Men will have their own opinion as to the con- 
nection between the two. If I believed there 
were non^lect infante, I would join the Baptists 
at once. At any rate, I would r6u^*^t in&ut bap- 
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tism. Kot being of this &ith, I shall not onlj 
consider our children fit subjects for the king- 
dom of heaven, — t. e. the church, — ^but also a 
. proper model after which to fashion adults. 

Paesing many of the primitive fathers, all to 
the same purpose with those already noticed, 
we will make some extracts froin St. Austin, 
or St. Augustin, (as he is called by both names,) 
with but little comment. He lived about three 
hundred years after the apostles, and no doubt 
sets forth the universal practice in his day. He 
says: — "So that many persons, increaeing in 
knowledge ^er their baptism, and especially 
those who have been baptized either when ihey 
were infants, or when they were youths," fcc 

Again : — 

"Aid as the thie^ who, by necessity, went 
without baptism, was saved, becanse by his 
piety he had it spiritually ; so, where baptism is 
had, though the party by necessity go without 
that which the thief had, yet he is saved; 
which, being handed down to them, the wii- 
versal church holds with respect to infanta who are 
baptized, who certainly cannot yet believe with 
the heart to righteousness or confess with the 
moutti to'salvation, as the thief could; nay, by 
their crying and noise, while the sacrament ia 
being administered, they disturb the holy 



..Go<«lc 



BAPTIST COSTROVBBST. BS 

myBteriea ; and jjet no Ckris&m w3l soy they are 
baptised to no purpose." 

Had tiiere been any Buch Baptists as we hare 
in thaae times, they wotild have said tiieee cry- 
iug children were bbptlzed to no purpose. 
There.beiug "no Chrittian" that would say bo 
proves there yrexo none each in being. Bat 
we continae our qnotations. 

"And if any one do ask for divine authority 
in this matter, though that which the universal 
church practises, which has not been inttituted 
by oouucils, but has atteaj/g heen obierved, is 
most justly beUeved to be nothirig eUe than a 
thing delivered hy the authority of the apoitle$, 
yet we may, besides^ take a true estimate how 
mnch the sacrament of baptism does avMl in- 
&nta, by the circumcision which God's former 
people received." (Fourth book against the 
DoDatists; Baptism.) 

Here he declares the authority to baptize in- 
&Dt8 was from the apostles. We cannot qneeh 
tion the sincetity of this declaration. The 
aposties either did deliver such authotily, or 
St Austin was mistaken. Concerning this we 
will think our own thonghts. Again : — 

"The whole church has of old constantly 

held hapHzed infanta do obtain renlission of 

original sin. by the baptism of Christ." "For 

my part, I do not remember that letter heard any 

* 
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titter thing from any Ckrittumt that receiTftd 
the Old End NewTestamenta, neither /tom nuh 
fie were in the Catholic eharek, nor yet from 
tueh aa telonged to ang sect or tchivm. I do 
not remember that Jcuef read otherwise in any 
writer, treating of these matters, that followed 
the canonical Scriptures or did mean or pretend 
to to do." 

Now, if 8t Aoetin neveir heard of any Chris- 
tian, Catholic, Beetarian, Bchismatic, nor any 
writer that ft^lowed or pretended to follow th« 
Scriptm«B, denying in&nt haptism, there mast 
hvre been an entire new clan of all these ccnats 
into bfflng since hi» day. Tar no writer ccmld 
aay mch. tbinj^ id the i^esent day without 
being guilty of th« mOBt glaring felaehood. 
Nor is St AnBtJn the only one who bears this 
sort of testimony. Hdar Pelagius, in a letter to 
the Bishop of Kome, not fiu ftom the time Bt 
Austin wrote :-— 

He says, "Men do slander me, as if I de- 
nied the ea«nunent of baptiffla to infants," Ao, 
Ag^n, "He never heard even an impious ?iereti» 
who would affirm tbi» concerning in^ts." 
He asks — 

' "For who is so ignorant of the reading of 
the evangelists ae to attempt (not to say to 
establish this, but) to speak of it heedlessly, or 
eym have luch a thoagfatf In fine, who <»□ 
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be 80 impiooB as to hinder infants from bdng 
baptized, and boni sgun in Christ, and thna 
eause them to miss tiie kingdom of heaven? 
since our Saviour has Raid that Done can Miter 
into the Idngdom of heaven that i« oot bom 
again of water and the Holy Spirit. Who ii 
there so impioas as to tetwe to im ioiaQt, at 
what age soever, the common redempticoi of 
mankind, aad to hinder him that i« bom to tax 
nBoertain life &om being bom again t» M 
everlasting and certain one?" (Letter to Iimo* 
cent, A. D. 417.) 

We might have'added many more quotations 
fi»m the £tthen, ail going to diow what the 
xaaga ot the <^iiroh during the &Bt four hun- 
dred yean waa; bat it is thought these are 
suffici^t. If iu&ot baptism was in universal 
as« up to the oothmebcement of the £ith- cen- 
tury, it i« fiur to ooDolnde that the naage oonv- 
menced in-apostoUo timee. This presumption 
is much fltrougerwhen we consider that Ireuteus, 
I^iphamos, Pbilastrios, St Austin, and Theo- 
doret, all wrote historical ftoconnta of the different 
sects and heremes wfaioh had made their Bppe8r>- 
ance in those times, and not one of them men- 
taouMa smgle seot or heretic that denied it^ 
with the exception of an impious sect that de- 
nied baptism altogether. 

It may not be amiss to make a remark (h* 
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tw4 about Tertallian — the odIj one that even 
aeems to write against it. He did not^ how- 
ever, write against in&nt baptism any more 
Qaax i^inst adult baptism. He thought it 
best to delay baptism till old age, so that there 
would be less duiger of contracting pollution 
after baptiBm. He never said one word sgfunst 
the vididiQr of infent baptism. 

Before we close this ^ssay we will call atten- 
tion to what we believe to be the first r^ection 
of in&nt baptism. This took place about a. d. 
1128, under the teaching of Peter Bruis. The 
ground on which the Petrohruisi&nB rejected 
iujaut baptism was, that all infanta dying in 
that state vjere hat, and should not therefore be 
baptized. It is not very strange that the whole 
Christian world considered it an entire new 
doctrine. We quote the following from Mr. 
-Hibbard, on infant baptism, p. 323, which he 
quotes from "Wall's History, part ii. c. vii. sec 6. 

" Christ sending his disciples to preach," aay 
the Petrobmiaians, "^js in the go^el, 'Go ye 
into all the world, and preach the gospel to 
every creature. He that believeth, andis bap- 
tized, shall be saved ; but he that believeth not 
shall be damned." From these words of our 
Saviour it is plain that none can be saved un- 
less he believe and be baptized: — ^that is, have 
6oM Christian ftith and b^tism. For aot one 
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of these, but both together, doth save. So that 
in&Qts, though they be by you baptized, yet, 
BiDce by reason of their age they canoot be.- 
\wve, are not saved. It is, therefore, an idle and 
vain thing for you to wash pereona with water, 
at such a time when you may indeed cleanse 
their bIpu from dirt in a canial manner, but 
not purge their eouls from mi. But we do 
.•tay till the proper time of faith; and when a 
person is capable to know his God and believe 
in him, then we do (not, as you charge qb, 
rebaptize him, bnt) baptize him. For he is to 
be accounted ae not yet baptized who is not 
washed with that baptism b; which sins are 
done away." 

The Petrobruisiane give a veiy effectual argu- 
ment against infant baptism, if it were true ; 
— ^that i^ the impossibility of infant salvation. 
If they could not be saved, then, and then only, 
they should not be baptized. Bat since the 
promise is made to children as well aa adults, 
and since the promise is to be realized by the 
.use of means, we cannot commence the use of 
those means too soon. 

This Fetrobruieiau heresy, which contains 
the first opposition to the validity of infant 
-baptism left npon record that we have be^ 
able to find, lasted about thirty years, and 
iperished under the authority of his holineu. 
»• 
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Nothing more was liearA of anti-pedobaptism 
till about the year 1522, tlie time the Anabap- 
tistB rose in Germany. Bince that date we 
hare had boasting, wind, and rant. We have 
oppoeition enffideiit to satisfy all who deure 
each things. 

We hare now gone throagh oar remarks 
upon infant haptiam-. Wiih the hope of hanng ' 
convinced some one who has hitlierto wureniy 
we dismiss the subject 



OK THE UBANIKQ OF THE WOBD BAP7ISH, AKD 
THE HODE. 

Tbb word hapUsm. has been so Tariotuily Ae- 
fined by theological writers that the Christaan 
public is literally bewildered. Lexicographers, 
being uninspired, are wholly unable to settle 
the controversy that continually harassee the 
church in the present day. It has, therefor*, 
been left to the criticB, who have found as 
much as they could do to ke^ up with one 
another, without trying much to find out the 
real truth about the matter. One great ob- 
stacle in th« way of settling this controversy is^ 
that most of those who engage in it make up 
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no particular issue upon the subject iteelf, but 
upon the whether bapUzo, the Greek word for 
baptism, meana immereion and nothing else. 
Now, these criticisiDS may be useful to some 
.men, but we object to maMng them the mua 
proof. "We object to it more, becanse nine out 
of tea of those who mrfeit the countiy wilb 
their Greek kuow really very little about that 
language. In tiie present day there are many 
who spit G-reek on their eongregations that do 
not know the alphabet of that language. It is 
to be feared that, even among those critaca 
who oan read the Greek Testunent, there is a 
greater desire to m^e A ehow of their learning 
tiian to exhibit the truth. 

The author of these sheets makes no great 
pretensions to learning. But learned men 
will allow that th» true definition of any word 
is to be learned by ascertaining the use writers 
and speakers have made of it. For example, 
to know the use Joho the Baptist made of the 
word baptism, you have to examine hia die- 
courses, allusions, &c. in wluoh lie has used 
the word; and so of any other writer or 
speaker. It is believed ihot such investiga- 
tion can be more easily made in the English 
txanslation, if not more ccorectly. This will be 
appiH«Qt when we consider that the word bap- 
ti«n in tiie Engli^ meaiu precisely the same 
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tliat baptizo in Qreek does. If baptizo means 
to immerse, baptize means the same thing. 
The very same argument that will prove the 
Greek word to mean immersion will prove 
tiie En^ieh to mean the same mode. Why, 
then carry this controversy oat of our own 
language ? The Bible must furmsh the means 
of ascertaining the sense in which ita terma 
are need. This, then, being Gtod'e own lexi- 
con, we shall consult this and no other. Our 
Greek lexicons, some of them made by infidels 
and wicked men, famish every sort of defini- 
tion of baptism. Some of these defioitiona 
favor our views, and, as sach, following the ex- 
ample of others, we might use them. But we 
-desire none of their man-made assistance. If 
we cannot ascertain from the Bible the mean- 
ing of the word baptism, it must be a &ilnre :~— 
that's all. 

When the Bible uses different words one 
for another, those different words mean the 
same thing and mutually exphun each other. 
Allowing this, it will be easy to show that bap- 
tism ia a gmeric word, and ineans pwificaHon. ' 

This we proceed to prove. "After these 
things came Jesus and hie disciples into the 
land of Judea; and there he tarried with them, 
and baptized. And John also was haptizing iti 
.^•non, near to Salim, beoause there was much 
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water there ; and they came and were ha'pUxed. 
For John was not yet cast into prison. Then 
there arose a question between some of John's 
diaciples and the Jews about pur^ying. And 
they came onto John, and said unto him, Rabbi, 
he that was with thee beyond Jordan, to whom 
thou bearest witneee, behold the same baptizeth, 
and all men come to him." John iii. 22-26, 

"When, therefore, the Lord kn*w how the 
Pharisees had heard thai Jesus made and baptized 
mare disciples than John, (though Jeeua himaelf 
baptized not, but his disciples,) be left Judea, 
and departed again into Galilee," John iv. 1—3. 

This dispute between "the Jews and some of 
John's disdples about purifying' was s dispute 
about John and Christ's baptizing. The fol- 
lowing seems to be the correct view of the 
subject: — 

The Jews had looked at the doings of John 
with admiration, "musing in their hearts whe- 
ther he were the Ohriat," Luke iii. 15 ; and, as 
was natural, when Jeans and his disciples came 
into the same country, baptizing and making 
disciples, some of the Jews, inclining to prefer 
Jesus for a leader, raised a dispute wit^ the 
disciples of John about their master continu- 
ing to baptize after a superior personage had 
commenced making disciples. These disciples 
knew that John himself had told &em that 
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Jeauswas entitled t»tlie pre-eminsnce, that he 
yrB& Bcarce worthy to looee his shoaa aa a ser- 
vant ; and, coneeciueotl;, they knew not what 
to say to the Jews, and bo they oame and told 
their master that Jesos waa making and bap- 
tizing disoiplee, and ell the people are going 
to him, and the JewB had disputed with them, 
and gotten them into a difficulty about it. 
John heard of the eucoeSB of Jesus with joy ; 
he inf(»Taed his dieciplra that his joy was now 
full, to. To prevent his populari^ from in- 
juring the ministry of John, Jesus retired into 
Galilee. Manifestly, then, the dispute was about 
these extraordinaty person^eri each one bap- 
tizing. If so, the words purifying and baptiz- 
ing are used interchangeably, the one for th9 
o^er, and therefore mean the same thing. 

Of Jesus it is said : — " And he shall sit as a 
r^ier and purifier of silver; and he shall 
purify the sons of Levi," &c. Mai. iii. 3. In 
the preceding verse the prophet says, "He is 
like a refiner's Jire, and like fullers' soap." 
John the Baptist says, *' He shall baptize you with 
the Holy Ghost, and with jlre." Matt. jii. 11. Paul 
Bftys, " That he might redeem us &om all in- 
iquity, and purify unto himself a peculiar 
people," &c. Tit.ii.l4. There is no doubt what 
Malachi imd Paul call purify John calls baptize: 
these words, therefore, mean the same thing. 
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Baptiam bein^ a parification, it is also called 
a VMishing ; which is a kindred word in meao- 
iiig. *' That he might sanctify and degnee it 
witjj t^« tnzjAm; ef water by tha word." Eph. 
T. 26. "Be baptized, and wa»h away thy sins." 
> Axis xsji. 16. 

■Wberever the word baptism is used in re- 
gard to the work of the Spirit or to the wash- 
ing of water, the word purification can be sub- 
stituted for it without at all changing the 
meaning of the passage where it ia used. 
Take the following, for example : — "I indeed 
ptaify you with water ; he shall purify jou with 
the Holy G^ho8t." "Teach all nations, purify- 
ing them," kc. " He that believeth and is 
jrarifed," ko. "Bepent, and be puri/ied every 
one of yon," &c. "Jesus made and purified 
more discii^es than John," ftc "They were 
pureed, both men and women." This mode 
of illnBtration might be carried to a great ex- 
tent. The reader can get his Bible and try it 
till he is perfe(SJy satisfied. The very word 
purification carries a charm with it, it agrees 
BO well with the whole gospel scheme. To be 
purified with water and the Spirit ia to be bom 
again — to be baptized with water and die Holy 
ahoBt. 

Two purifications pervade the teachings of 
the Old and New Testameuta. The great work 
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in the heart performed by the energy of the 
divine Spirit is the principal pne, the other ia 
ceremonial and repres^itatJTe. It consists in 
the external application of WBter. "We have 
Been that the word haptism, in the New Testa- 
ment, is mostly used in reference to both these ■ 
punficatiotts. "We flhall now proceed to ex- 
amine the modes of purification or baptisOi, 
both of the Holy Ghost and of water. Before 
entering npon this investigation, however, it 
will be proper to remind the reader that our 
Baptist brethren insist that baptism aljrays 
means immersion and nothing else. Indeed, this 
view governs their whole system. Mr. Howell, 
a standard writer among them, says, "In the 
whole history of the Greek language it has bnt 
one meaning; it not only means to dip or im- 
merse, but it never has any other meaning." 
'*If, therefore, an^ respect is dae to the mean- 
ing of words used to describe actions, Christian 
baptism is confined to immersion." (Sac, Com. 
p. 172.) Their ministers, writers, and people 
generally, say the same thing. 

If baptism, in Greek, always means immeiv 
sion and nothing else, it always means the 
same thing in English and nothing else. "We 
propose, tberefore, no issue about Greek or any 
other language ; we wish no foreign issue. We 
join issue on the mode. We care not what word 
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is used, provided it "be consistent with the Kbie. 
X BOW advertise my readera that I do not con- 
eede to the Bsptists that no mode is ptnoted 
«iit Id tlie Bible, as pedobaptist writers usually 
do;' Altbongh I believe a change of mode 
would not inralidate the osdinanoe, yet I do 
not believe the Scriptures have left oe in the 
dark on the subject 

The be^titm of the Holy 6host being tha 
prineipal one, we will examine its mode first. 
John the l^ptist eaya of Jesus, "He th&ll bapr- 
dee you wi^ the Holy Ghost" Matt ili. 11. 
JeeuB B^d, in rej^rd to this same baptism, 
« J<Jbn traly ba[riiBed with watec, but ye dnU 
be haptiaed with the Holy Ghost not many days 
hence." Acts i. 5. Ko one will deny that 
"rut mattjf datft henee" allnded to tbe day of 
Pentecost When Ihey were baptized wiih the 
Holy Ghost on that day, Petto, under its in> 
fluence, preached a sermon, taking for his text 
a pi'ediction of this baptism from the prophet 
Joel. In this text he gives us the mode by 
whidi &k btqitiam was performed, in these 
wofdjs: — *'Ivill POSR ovt of my JS^tirit cpOH all 
JUtk." Acts ii. 17. Here, what Jesus and John 
the B^tist call "baptize" Peter and Joel eall 
"jxwr out of my Spirii upon all flesh." 

To pour upon, than, is to baptise unth. 

At the house of Cornelln* we have thi» bap- 
Q « 
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yet Bpake diese words, the ^o^ O-hottf^^n aU 
them which beard the word. Asd they of As 
dnmmciBion which believed were astoniahad, 
u many as came with Feter, bacsQBa that on 
tiie Oentiles also was poured out the gift of the 
Holy Ghoet." Acts x. 44, 45. Peter commatided 
these Gentiles to be baptized, (Terse 48,) for 
which the apostles and hretiiren at Jeroaalem 
contended wilii him, (xi. 1, 2.) Peter, in hia 
defence, related the providential occurreneee 
which bronght him to the- place, and then re- 
heuved the effect of his preaohini^ in the &>}• 
lowing words : — "And as I began to speak» 1^ 
Holy Ghost feU on thtm, as on iu at thd be§^ 
ning. Then remembered I the word of the 
Lord, how that he sfud, John indeed b«ptiud 
loUk toater, biti tb shall bb baftubd with th4 
Holt Ghost." Actsxi. 15,16. Mark the ex- 
prMsiona — " The Boly (jfhott feU on aU them vikieh 
heard," "Poured out the gift of the S6^ Cfhott," 
"The Soly QhostfeU on them at on ut," &c, OQ 
the day of Pentecost, when all agree the "1^ 
rit wot poured out." How could ^ese poumgi 
and Mlings upon canse Peter to remember the 
word of the Lord in regard to baptism, if he did 
not understand baptism and pouring to mean 
the same thing t 
, JJow, Mr, HowpH, yoi| »y "baptism, t* 
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Greek, not only meaiiB to dip or jmmeree, but 
it never has ajiy other meaning." Here we 
have seen John and Christ speaking of a work 
they call baptirm; Joel, Peter, and Luke, call 
^e very same wovk. pourit^. This 19 the way 
it is in Englieh. Kow, Mr. Howell, if the (7r«ei 
word always means immersion and nothing 
else, immereion most always be meant when 
the baptism of tlie Spirit U spoken of. Let us 
see how that is: if it always means inmierBiou, 
it will not change the meaning to use that word 
in every instance. We will then have it thus :— 
" The Holy Ghost immeried all them which 
heard the word." " The Holy Ghost wimersed 
them as it did us at the beginning." I give it 
over to your Greek. The EngUsh Bible won't 
answer the purpose at all. 
. My reader will please bear in mind that, to 
attstain the Baptists, baptism moat always mean 
immersion and nothing dse. The proof that it 
ever means to pour, even in one solitary in- 
stance, overturns the whole Baptist system of 
ezclusivenesa. Though it might be proven 
that inunersion was sometimes the meaning, 
yet they would be defeated. If we have proven 
that the word, in several places, means to pour, 
— as we think we have done most clearly, yea, 
to Fova. and ■^thiry else, so for as mode or action 
is concerned, — then must the doctrine of exda- 
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nve immereion be f&\B&, as well as reBtrioted 
communion, without any thing to support it 

We now hazard the assertion that the word 
haptimi, in every place in the New Testament 
where the haptism of the Spirit is intended, 
means to pour and nothing el»e, so far as mode 
or action ie concerned. The whole Baptist 
world cannot refute it. They dare not try. 

Now we proceed to examine the subject of 
water baptism. Does Paul mean immersion 
when he says they "were all baptized unto 
Moses in the cloud and in the sea"? 1 Cor. x, 2, 
The place where this baptiraa occuired forbids 
that it should have been by immersion. "The 
children of Israel walked upon dry lend in the 
midst of the sea; and the waters were a wall 
Unto them on their nght hand and on their 
left." Ex.xiv.29. The Baptists tiy to get dear 
of this by making it a figure. But what evi- 
dence is there that baptism in this text was a 
figurative baptism more than any other? Was 
eating the same spiritual meat a fignre also! 
Was dritjkitig of that spiritual rock that fol- 
lowed them a figure too ? As well might we 
say the baptism of our Lord was a figure. Bat 
what was the mode of this baptism in the cloud 
and in the sea? "The clouds poured out water." 
Tb. Ixsvii. IT. About the very same a£&ir, 
Paul says **they were baptized;" Moses says it 
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WIS "on dry ground;" and David Bays "the 
clouds poured out rain." Then, what Paul 
calls baptism David calls "pmring out ram." 
Too mnrt tiy-yoar Greek agiun, my Baptist 
fiienda. Toa perceive the English Bible makes 
baptism, in this place, mean to pour and no- 
tiling elte. 

Let us next hear from Isaiah. " I will pour 
toater upon htm that ia tkirat^, and fiooda up<m 
the dry ground: I will pour my ipirit upon thy 
seed," &c. lea. xliv. 3. Here we have a pro- 
phet writing about the Ohrietian dispeueatioQ, 
repreaentiDg our Lord as saying, "I will poor 
water;" "I will pour oat my spirit." How 
much tiiia resemUes the language of another 
ppbphet: — "I indeed b^tize you with water, 
{pour it on you;) he shall b^tize you with 
the Holy Ghost, {pour it upon you.") But 
when did the Ltud pour out his spirit ? Onthe 
day of Pentecost, we answer. When did he 
pauT vxiter on him that was thirsty ? On the 
day of Pentecost. Three thousand were thirsty j 
and there is no reason to doubt that water waf 
poured upon them at that time, according to 
the prediction of the prophet. And we may 
add that water was poured by John, for he 
says, "I.indeed baptize yon with water;" and 
tiiere is no reason to doubt his doing it in the 
siune way the baptism of the spirit was per- 
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foiined, wbicb, we have Been, was by pouring, 
certainly. 

Now, whetiier we are right in making this 
pouring of water refer to baptjem, as set forth 
in the New Testameot, men will and ought to 
think for themselvee. We may challenge the 
whole Baptist world to produce euch a pre- 
diction from any of the prophets in favor of 
immersion. If we are not right in oor iotep- 
pretation, will the Baptists set us right? "We 
have now given reasons from the Bible itself 
for believing that baptism sometimes means to 
pour, and that the apostles so understood and 
practised. We believe no reasons equiUly 
strong can be broaght from the same source in 
&vor of immersion ; much less can it he shown 
that it always means to immerse and nothing 
else. 

. That baptism was administered by i^'nMi'n^ 
there ie yet more abundant proo£ Let us first 
hear the prophets. 

"Behold, my servant shall deal prudently; 
he shall bo exalted and extolled, and be very 
high. As many were astonished at thee, his 
visage was so marred more than any man, and 
bis form more than the sons of men : so shall 
he sprinkle many nations; the kings shall shot 
their mouths at him : for that which had not 
been told them shall they see, and that which 
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the; had not heard shall they ctmaicler." Isa. 
lii. 13-15. 

Ko one will den; that this paassge is spoken 
of the Mesaiah. It may he paraphrased thns : — 

My aervant, the Lord Jesus Christ, shall deal 
pradently, or prosper, (as in the margin ;) among 
the natioDS, he shall he exalted and extolled oH 
accoDi^ of his divine prudence. Many people 
were astonished at thee on acconnt of the 
cmelty of thy treatment, dnder which hia 
visage was bo marred more than any man, 
even those guilty of sedition and murder, and 
his form more than the sons of men, or more 
than can happen to any citizen : as the nations 
*vere astonished at thee, on accoont of thy 
cruelty to him, so, to thy astoniahment, shall 
he sprinkle many nations, bringing them into 
the church hy baptism, and granting them 
equal privileges with you : for this he will be 
opposed by principalities and powers ; hnt the 
kings shall shut their months at him, when 
they see for themselves the exerdse of that 
divine authority of which they bad never 
heard, but which they will then conmder. 

Let any one read this whole chapter atten- 
tively, with the following two, and he must see 
that our paraphrase is jost and in accordance 
with the whole. The baptizing of the nations 
agrees well with the declaration, " All the ends 
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oftiie euih shall see tliesalvatiotiof oar God." 
Isa. IziL 10. 

Bat IB it voter at blood that waa to be 
spiinkled npon th« Gentile nations? Upon 
this inquiry we may observe : — 

1. The fiprinkling of blood (Heb. ix. IS) re- 
presents tbe blood of Chiifit, (Heb. iz. 14,) with- 
out which there is no remission, (Heb. ix. 22,) 
and by virtQe of which their consciences were 
purged. By virtue of this blood we haTe our 
hearU sprinkled from an evil conscience, by the 
power of the Holy Ghost, in tdcen of which 
inward clsansing we have our bodies wathed 
wUh pure water (Heb. x 22) or baptized with 
pore water. ■ , 

2. The sprinkling of the ashes of a heifer 
(Heb. ix. 13) was connected with the deanmng 
of* those typical atonements by which the un- 
clean was sanctified or cleansed. But how 
was this done ? The following Scripture will 
show:^ 

"And for an unclean person they shall take 
of the ashes of the burnt heifer of purification 
for ein, and running water shall be put thereto 
in a vessel: and a clean person shall take 
hyssop, and dip it in the water, and tprinUe it 
npon the tent, and upon all the vessels, and 
upon the. persons that were there, and' upon 
him Uiat touched a bone, or one slain, or one 
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dead, or a grave : tsoA tlie oleas person iball 
«pHni2e upon the unclean on the tixird. day, uid 
oa tlLe fleventh day : and on the eev^rth daj 
lie shall purify ^matlf, and wash his clothea, 
and batiie himeelf in water, and bI^ be cleim 
at even." Lev. six. 17-19. 

The aahee of a bnint h^er, mixed wiUi mu- 
ring water, made the water of purification, to 
the iprinkUng of which the apostle undoubt- 
edly alludes in Heb. x. 32, which we paraphrase 
fliBs: — 

Let us draw near to Jesus, having our hearts 
sprinkled from an evil conscience through the 
marits of hia blood and by Uie power of the 
Holy Ohost, imd onr bodiM washed in bap- 
tism wiUi pure at dean water, which is 
^irinUed npon them w tlie antetype of tha 
water of puTi£cati<»i. 

Thns we have befi»e us the sprinkling of 
both blood and water. To on« of these laaiali 
certainly alludes when he informs us that "Be 
»haU ^>rinkU many natumt." We believe h* 
epeaks of the sprinkling of wat^, for the foU 
lowing reasons :— 

The prediction is concerning the tames of the 
gospel, under which the sprinkling of blood 
was to cease. "When ho speaks of sprinkling 
the Glentiles, therefore, he could not mean that 
they were to be sprinkled with blood. Again :— 
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We have a very circumstantial prediotioQ of 
the return of the Jews to their own land, sad 
of their couTereion to Christianity, and also 
■ their being baptized by tprinkling clean wattr 
upon them. If, then, the "many nations" 
were to he sprinkled in the same way tbe Jews 
were upon their return to their own land, the 
whole is plain enough. Let ue see how that is. 

" For I will take you from among tiie heathen, 
and gather you out of all eounUies, and will 
bring you into your own land. Then will I 
sprinkle clean water upon you, and ye shall be 
clean: from all your Pithiness, and from all 
your idols, will I cleanse you. A new heart 
also will I give you, and a new spirit will I put 
within you: aud I will take away the stony 
heart out of your flesh, and I will give yon a 
heart of fleeih. And I will put niy spirit within 
you, and cause you to walk in my statutes, and 
ye shall keep my judgments, and do them. 
And ye shall dwell in the land that I gave to 
your Others ; and ye shall be my people, and 
I will be your God." Ezek. xxzvi. 24-28. 

We hope the time is near at hand when the 
house of Israel will all return to their own land, 
and again be grafted into the good olive-tree 
by God's giving them a new heart and baptiz- 
ing them by t^rinkUng clean water upon them ; 
to that they may hecome his people agwn, and 
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he be Aeir God. Thia event mast happen as 
sure as thert is any trnth in prophecy. Let 
the- GentildB he baptized as they may, it is 
cert^n the Jews will be sprinkled when they 
are converted. Since Isaiah saye many na- 
tions Bball be Bprinkled, it is not nnreaaonable 
to believe that it^is to be done with clean water. 
K so, the Scriptures require the ordinance to 
be administered in that way. This is the con- 
clusion to which God's lexicon, the Bible, cou- 
ducta US, "Where is the proof that baptism 
always means to immerse and nothing else? 

Having now shown clearly, as we believe, 
that the Scriptures do point ont the mode or 
modes of baptism,' and that those modes are 
Bprmkling and ponring, and that there is no 
evidence that the word baptize *' means to im- 
merse and nothing else," as the Baptists con- 
stantly fifSrm, we shall attempt to illustrate 
the whole from examples recorded in the New 
Testament. In doing this, we shall beep a 
Baptist antagonist constantly before us, maMng 
his objections. We will commence with the 
baptism of our Lord. 

" Then cometh Jesus from Galilee to Jordan 
unto John, to be baptized of him. But John 
forbade htm, sayingi I have need to be baptized 
of thee, and comest thou to me ? And Jesus, 
answering, said nnto him, Suffer it to he m now, 
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for tAtM it becometh m to fuljU all rightiout- 
neiB. Then he Buffered bim. And Jesofi, whea 
he was baptized, went Ertraightwnj out of. the 
water: and, lo, the beaTene were opened anto 
bim, and be Eiaw the Spirit (^ Ood deacoidiag 
like a dove, and lighting upon hiax : and, lo, a 
voice &om heaven^ Baying, This ia my beloved 
Son, in whom I am well pleaaed." Matt, iii 18 
-17. 

In thia accoont th«;e Ib eappoaed to be very 
^bxrag evidence of imnaersion. Snt, after a 
veiy careful ezamiiution of the subject, we 
muBt confess, if there be any proof of it, we are 
wholly nnablo to perceive it The passage 
certainly eaya not one w<»d about immer^oa, 
Dor does it |^ve the remotest hint of any such 
thing. We are simply told that " wbeo he was 
baptized be came tixwghtway oat of the water," 
Ac This proves no more in fevor of one mode 
tiban another ; for it aays not one word aboat 
mode. If the mode is ascertained, it mnst be 
found somewhere else. Kow, brother, where 
will yoa find the proof that the Savionr was 
inmiersed? Oh, say yon, I think John mast 
bave iiomersed him when he bad bim in Jor- 
dan. But stop, brother, you do not offer your 
thoughts aa Scripture proofi do yon ? You aek, 
What did he go into Jordui for 2 If I were to 
answer, I do not know, would you dare to say 
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that you do know? The only probahiiily of 
e&ch a thing deducible from the history of the 
iransactioD' ia that he went into Jordan to bA 
baptized. But as to the mode not one syllable 
is uttered anyway. 

But then, you say, there is proof that he wU 
baptized, and the word, in Greek, means im- 
Tuersion. Brother, that is the very thin|^ we 
dispute about. I fear you have bad sand 
thrown in your eyes about Gfreek. You may 
rest acenred, if the word means immersion in 
Greek, it means the same thing in English. 
But who told you that it means that and no- 
thing else in Greek ? Did the BtWe tell yon 
BO ? If not, I cannot admid your testimony. 
We must look to the Bible, and to the Bible 
alone, for proof; and neither -yon nor I have 
any right to believe any tiling on the subject 
that is not taught in the Bible. But you say 
you cannot see what he was in the water for 
unless it was to be immersed. That may be. 
A thousand othera may be unable to see why 
he was there ; but neither will their ignorance 
nor your inability to see ever prove that he 
was immersed. 

But now, brother, Iwill give you my reasons 
for thinking he was sprinkled and not im- 
mersed. He informs us it was done to **falSl 
all righteousness." Then it must' have been 

10 

.„„.Go<«lc _ 



110 MSAXS OS T(U 

Tequired by that law which he cam« Q6t to 
destroy but to "fulfil." That law does not re- 
quire inunersion ; but it doeB require sprink- 
ling expresely ; and that frequently. It is not 
hazardous to believe that he waa sprinkled ac- 
cording to the law. 

Let ua now inquire more particularly what 
the Bible does teach on the subjeot. It proves — 

1. That Chritt waa a priest : — " Thou art ft 
prieBt forever, after the order of Melchisedec" 
Heb.vii. 17-21; Psa. cx.4; Heb. v. 6, 10. 

2. That he waa a hiqh-frisst: — "Consider 
the Apostle and High-Priest of our profeawon, 
Christ Jesus." Heb. iii. 1, iv. 14, 15. 

He ia a conaeerated prietti — "Who is eotu^ 
crated for evermore." Heb. vii. 28. He was 
made a prieat "like unto hia brethren." Heb. 
ii. IT. It was done in accordance with the law. 
"And no man taketh this honor unto himself 
bat he that waa called of God ; a* waa Aaron" 
Heb.v.4. 

Let US next see how Aaron was consecrated 
to the office of high-priest In this we will 
probably learn the meaning of the words, 
"thut it iecometh ua to fulfil all righteouaneta." 
■ "Bat Aaron and his sons thou shalt bring 
unto the door of the tabernacle of the con- 
gregation, aaxd shalt waah them teith water." 
Ex. xxiz. 4. 
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"And Mosea brought AaioQ and bia bobb, 
and toaBked them toith water." Lev. viii. 6. 

2. " Then ehalt thoa take the anointing oil, 
and pour it upon his head, and anoint him." 
Ex.xxix 7. 
^ "And he poured of the anointing oil upon 
Aaron's head, and anoipted him, to sanctify 
him." Lev. tUi. 12. 

S. The third thing in the cpnsecration of 
Aaron and his sons is the offering for an 
atonement. The description of this part of the 
ceremony is too lengthy for insertion here. 
Those who wish to examine it will find the 
account in the 29th chapter of Exodus and the 
8th' chapter of Leviticus. 

The Aaronic priesthood was only i^-pical of 
a better. It was but the shadow of good things 
to come. K so, its consecration is only typi- 
cal ; the law requiring it must be fulfilled and 
have its emJ in the high-priesthood of the 
Lord JesQS Christ. The wathing of Aaron, 
then, typifies the washing or baptizing of 
Christ; the anointing of Aaron points to the 
descent of the Holy Ghost upon the Saviour ; 
the offering of sacrifices looks to the great 
offering of himself for sin. The sprinkling of 
blood points to the shedding of that blood by 
which he entered into the holiest of all. 
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We, however, at preaent, are chiefly con- 
cerned with th^ washing with water. 

The mode hj which Aaron waa washed is 
now to be considered. It could not be by im- 
mersion, seeing it was done at the 66or of the 
tabernacle. iSie term "wash" is not determi- 
nate as to mode: we miut ^etefyri examine 
other passages to determine what the mode 
was. The reader will please remember, the 
whole tribe of Levi was set apart to the aer- 
. vice of the tabernacle, though not to tbs higfa- 
priesthood. In their conMcration what we 
believe to be a similar washing was nsed. 

"And thus shalt thou do unto them, to 
cleanse them: sprinkle water of pTUifying 
upon them," &c. Numbers viii.T. 

From all tiiis it appears that Aaron was 
^frinkled. The law reqnired it. If neither 
"jot nor little" (Matt. v. 18) can "in anywise 
pass from the law till all be fulfilled," titen. 
is it apparent that Jcbqb must have been 
sprinkled at some time. And when we con* 
sider that his baptdsm waa to *'Co fu^U all 
righteoutnea" even the righteonsnesa of the 
law, and especially a^ the law nowhere re^ 
qmrea immer»wn, it must' be clear that Jeans 
was sprijikled, and not immersed^ in his bi^ 
tism. If our opponents cannot show that the 
law required immendon, they can hardly tell 
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what tighteonanesa the Saviour's baptism /«!-" 
pled. Conafiqnently, thGy nanally evade the' 
diacuaaion of this point. The only account I 
have either aeen or beard from them on this 
point is die nneapported and inaapportable 
assertion that he was baptized as an example 
for our imitation. Hence they make much 
noise about following the Saviour into his 
watery ffrave. They know how to make capital 
among the ignorant with such tlungB. Let 
them first prove that Jesna was ever in a 
wateiy grave, by the Bible ; and then from the 
Bible let them prove that Christ designed bia 
baptiam aa 'an example for ns to follow. In 
thia they will find enough to do. 

Although I am not willing to make Greek 
criticisms of my own, yet I could have quoted 
from varioQB authors of ability, auch as the Bap- 
tiats have never answered, showing that it ia at 
least doubtful whether Christ was ever in 
Jordan or not This I have chosen not to do; 
not, indeed, because I thought them of no nao, 
but because I do not wish the reader's attention 
led off upon foreign isBUes. The main issue' 
is not whether Jesus was in Jordan or out of 
Jordan, hut whether he was immersed. J£ it 
were proven by the Bible that the Jordan "was 
a mile wide, and that the Saviour wae baptized 
in the middle of it, still it would not be proved^ 
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tiaeteby that ke was imiu^ed. Any man ih&t 
uriU t^ke the ixouble to think aboat it will be 
coB^elled to see that the Bible does not sajjr 
any thing aboat hia being immersed. That oar 
3ftptist brethren believe he was I do not ques- 
tion; but do they believe it upcm cMuectore or 
Xijpon Scr^ture testimony ? If provii^ that ha 
was baptized and canjtcbmng that it was d<»ia 
\fy their mode proves' immersion, then have 
the Baptists proven that Christ was immersed. 

Let tbe reader carefully weigh what has been 
aidd. If he still believes he can see evidence of 
hts immersion, I shall not complmn. Let faink 
reflect, however, there are many who cannot. 

The nest circamstauce relied op by oar c^ 
pouenta is the following: — 

"And John also was baptizing in ^non, 
near to Salim ; beoaose there was mueh water 
there." John iti. 28. 

Although I do not beheve John's baptism to 
have been the Christian, yet I do believe them 
to have been the same in one respect, — that is, 
the mode. Since, then, the mode is what we 
are now considering, the above passage merit9< 
our consideration. The Baptists asually tak« 
for granted— L That ^oou was a river; 2. That 
the <* much water" was wanted for the adminis- 
tration of baptism; and 3. That immermon took 
place at .i£non. Battiua is taking for granted 
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what oaght to be proreii. According to ihe 
maps of that conntry, J&Tjon was not a rivcr^ 
bat a toton^ That it ttM a well'\nt«red placo 
there ia not any doubt ; but, whether the " mueh 
water" was in a river, creek, fipring^ or evea in 
wells, we iu« not told. 

Much water wonld be necessaay for the ac- 
commodation of Buch maltitudee, whether bap- 
tiflm was administered at all or not. I would 
not hesitate to guees that the mweh water waa 
needed to cook their provision, to drink, and 
to wash themselves, as well as for the admini»- 
tration of the ordinance. This woald be to 
adopt tiie mode of argamentation nsed by our 
opponents : — i. e. prove what I could, and gueas 
at the balance. 

A0 to the gneas that immersion took place at 
MnOB, we admit that it is poenble. If ths 
reader will reflect that, thoogh we were to 
prove that ^non was a rirer, and that John 
b^tized in the middle of it, still immrasion 
would renuun to be proved. But neither of 
these have been proven. All the proof tbefe 
is in this world that John immersed in .^n<»i 
is, the Baptists say aot. The Bible sajm nothing 
of the sort 

If my Baptist brother ask me what John 
wanted with mueh water, if not to immerse, 
I answer promptly> I do not know. Dare you, 
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brother, say that you knowf But perhaps yoa 
Bfty you cannot see what he wanted with much 
water, unless it were to immerse in. That all 
may he. Bat your seeing or not seeing is no 
proof either way, nnleaa your powers of percep- 
tion were inspired. You must bring Scripture 
proof or give up yava ezclosiveness. This way 
of proving people out -of the church by con- 
jecture will not do. Take another Scripture : — ■ 

"And they both went down into the water, 
both Philip and the eunuch ; and he baptized 
him. And when they were come up out of 
the water," &c. Acta viiL 38, 39. 

This passage certainly proves that the eunuch 
was baptized, and that they went into the 
water to do it, according to our version. But 
as to the mode, all is conjecture; for not one 
word is said about it Borne ignorant, super- 
stitious people prove by this very passage that 
they ought to wade into the water, and there 
be sprinkled. I admit the passage does not 
certainly Bostmn them. But I mnet say it 
proves as much fbr them as it does for the 
Baptists. 

Now, brotiier, you fftuss they went into the 
water for the purpose of immersion; I ffuest 
they went into the water because they had no- 
thing to get it in. But this is all guess-work. 
I frankly confess I do not know. You must 
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likewise. acknowledge that you do not know. 
If you do not know, you ought not to require 
me to abide by your gueae. 

" Therefore we are buried with him by bap- 
tism into death," &c. Bom. vi. 4 ; Col. ii. 12. 

It does seem to me that any one who had 
no sectarian purpose to answer would under- 
Btand these passages to refer to the baptism of 
the spirit, and not water-baptism at all. To 
make this manifest, we will examine the pas> 
aage &om Colossians. 

'* And ye are complete in him which is the 
head of all principality and power: in whom 
also ye are drcumdaed with the ciraaneisum 
made wUkout kcmdsy in putting off the body of 
the sins of the flesh by the drouncmon of Christ : 
burud with him in baptism, wherein also ye are 
risen with him through the Mth of the opera- 
tion of God, who hath raised him &om the 
dead. AndyoUy being dead in your sins and the 
uncircumdsim of your Jiesh, hath he quickened 
together with him, haying forgiven you all 
trespasses," &c. Col. ii. 10-13. 

]So one is at a loss to understand the ex- 
pressions, "being dead in sin;" "the uncir- 
cumcision of the flesh ;" " the body of the edns 
■ oftheflesh." All understand these expressions 
to refer to their moral state, and not to their 
church relfttiMi or their connection with er- 
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ternal ceremonies. Why not nnderetand the 
following to refer to their moral state also? 
"Yon hath he quickened;'* " cireamcised with- 
out hands;" "buried with him in baptism;" 
which is " Christ's cireumeision." This bap- 
tism which quickens, circumcises, buries onr 
old man with all his deeds, and forgives all 
trespasses, must be the baptism of the Spirit 

But, if we adopt Mr. Howell's exposition of 
1he Q^rcek word, as contluned in the following 
quotation, we will have some difficulty in mak- 
ing immersion out of this burial in baptism. 

"It has also been said that it is a geoerio 
word, and, without respect to mode or exclu- 
sion of all modes, denotes any application of 
water. This idea is wholly fanciful. Except 
when die word signifies to die, it denotes nwde 
and nothing else." (Sac. Cora. p. 171.) 

"If, therefore, any respect is due to the 
meaning of words used to describe actions, 
Christian baptism is confined exclusively to 
immersion." (Sac. Com. p. 172.) 

Now, according to this rule of interpretation, 
the word baptism "denotes mode and nothing 
dae:" — ^mode of action. Well, what is the 
mode of action in a buria] ? It is the sprinkling 
end pouring of the earth upon the dead body. 
Then, if in a burial "it denotes mode and no- 
'fliing eke," it denotes qainkling and pouring. 
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Now, I have no epecia! confidence in this ap- 
plication of Mr. Howell's rule. I ahonld not 
have noticed it at all, bat we are &ec[iientl7 
told tliat baptiem does not consist in the 6uiig 
done, bnt in the action, mode, or inanner of 
doing it I gaeEB, likewise, Uie Baptists win 
not soon abandon this poration. If so, it is &ir 
to work their own doctrines upon them. 

We have now gone tbroagh a haaty, bat, it is 
Wped, a Baffi<nent, examination of the mode of 
baptism. If we have takes a correct view of 
the Bulgect, immersion cannot be defended 
from the inspired record. And, in &ct, ibe 
advocates of that mode, in the present day, 
seem to be aware that the English Bible does 
not prove it: lliey therefore relynpon learned 
and nnleamed appeals to the Greek. They 
find &aH with the commonly-received version 
of Hxe Bible. They censure without mercy the 
tnmsktors. They even inform us that King 
James prohibited them from translating the 
■word bapHxo. 

Sven Mr. HoweU does not hesitate to cen- 
8m« the bishops and the king after the follow- 
ing manner: — 

"The bishops, with the consent of Slog 
Jamee, prohibited, therefore, the translation of 
sU the old ecclesiastical words, among which, 
With others, baptism was found. They re- 
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quired that the oiiphal Greek words should be 
transferred, only changing them eo much as to 
give them an English termination. Thns the 
term baptism obtained admiBBion into the ver- 
sion, and immersion, the true rendering, was 
excluded from onr Bible." (Sac. Cora. p. ISl.) 

The reader will be, surprised to learn that 
neither the bishops nor the king could have 
an; motive to prompt them to this great wicked- 
ness, seeing the established charch baptized bj 
immeruon aa well as by pouring. I cop; the 
following from the book of Common Prayer. 
In the baptism of infants, the miniater is i»> 
quired to "say to- the god&thers and god-r 
mothers, 

" Namt this chUd; 

"And then, naming it after them, he shall 
dip it in the water discreetly, or sbatL pour 
water upon it, saying, 

"K., I baptize thee, in the name," &:c. 

The same occurs in the baptism of adults : — 

" Then shall the minister take each person 
to be baptized by the right hand, and, placing 
him conveniently by tha font, according to his 
discretion, shall ask the godfathers and the 
godmothers the name; and then shall dip him 
in the watpr, or pour water upon him, saying, 

"N., I baptize thee," &e. 

Here it will be olwerved that '^Jifp" eoniH 
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first, ID both instaaces. It mmt, t^ierefore^ 
Btsnd on equal footJDg with "pawTy" if it have 
not th^ preferenco. Now, why ehould Mr. H. 
talk 80 piteouel; about the injustice of the king 
tuid bishops ? 

Mr. Howell, after garbling and much innnaa- 
tion, although he was unable to bring the £ist 
eottrsct to prove this war by king and bishops 
upon immersion, breaks out in the following 
very pious exclamation :— 

"Snt when the temporal interests of men 
come in conflict with any portion of divine 
truth, how prone is poor human nature to sacri- 
fice the latter to advance the former !" (p, 182.) 

All the crime of which the translators were 
gnil^ was {^ving . us the word baptism instead 
of imjnernon. He pretendt to quote anthori^ 
to show oorruptioQ on the part of the translators. 
His quotations, however, prove no such thing. 
The truth is, Mr. H. is greatly dissatisfled with 
our present Bible, and wishes to have one that 
wiil prove immer^on. I must say, however, 
this ia rather a convenient mode of establishing 
a doctrine : — that is, when the Bible does not 
prove it, alter it till it will. 

Perfectly fanatical on this si^bject, Mr. H. 
pounces on the IQritish and Foreign and the 
American Bible 3ocietiee, (p. 183,) for " engrafb- 
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ing on tbeir Foreign Tra&Blfttion these pedo- 
baptist oormptions." 

The Baptists, since the fonnation of their 
Bible Society, in 1887, have been very free Id 
their censures of King James ; who, they say, 
■would not let tiie translators translate the 
word bapiizo. A great portion o( this coontry 
is, at this moment, of opinion that, bad tba 
king allowed it, we ebonld have had the word 
baptism, left out of the Bible, and the word fm- 
■mersitm in its place. It happens that the direc- 
tions given by the king to the translators ara 
printed and preserved. Here they are; — 

"1. The ordinary Bible read in the church, 
commonly called the Bishops' Bible, to be fol- 
lowed, and aa little altered aa the original will 
permit. 

" 2. The names of the prophets and the hxAy 
writers, with the other names in the text, to be 
retained as near as may be, according as tiiey 
are vulgarly nsed. 

" 3. The old eccleaiaatical words to be kept, 
as the word church not to be translated con- 
gregations. 

"4. "WhenanywordhathdiverBsignifioationa, 
that to be kept which hath been moat com- 
monly used by the most eminent fathers, being 
agreeable to the proprie^ of the place and the 
analogy of faith. 
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"5. The divimoa of tte chapters to be 
altered either not at all, or aB little aa may be, if 
necessity bo reqniFe. 

"6. No marginal notes at all to be affixed, 
. but only iFor the explanation of the Hebrew or 
Greek words, whiqh cannot, without some cir- 
cumlocution, so briefly and fitly be expressed 
in the text. 

" 7. Such quotalaons of places to be margin- 
ally set down as shall serve for the fit refers 
enccB of one Scripture to another. 

"6, Every particular man of each company 
to tate the same chapter or chapters ; and 
having translated, amended them severally by 
himself where he thinks good; all to meet to- 
gether, to confer what they have done, and 
agree for their part what shall stand. 

"9. As any one company hath despatched 
any one book in this manner, they shall send 
it to the rest, to be considered of seiiously and 
judiciously, for his majesty is very careful in 
this point. 

"10. If any company, upon the review of 
Uie book BO Bent, shall doubt or differ upon 
any places, to send them word tbereof, to note 
the places, and therewithal to send their rea- 
sons ; to which if they consent not, the difier- 
ence to be compounded at the general meet- 
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ing, which is to be of the chief persoiu of each 
company, at the end of the work. 

" 11, When any place of special obacoiity 
is doubted of, letters to be directed by author- 
ity, to send to any learned ia the land for his 
judgment in euch a place. - 

" 12. Letters to be , aent from eveiy bishop 
to the reet of his clergy, admonishing them of 
this translation in hand, and to move and 
charge as many as, being skilful in the 
tongues, have taken pains in that kind, to 
send their particular observations to the com- 
pany, either at Westminster^ Cambridge, or * 
Oxford, according as it was directed before in 
the King's letter to the archbishop. 

"18. The directors in each company to be 
the Deans of Westminster and Chester for 
Westminster, and the King's Professors in 
Hebrew and Greek in the two Universities. 

" 14. These translations to be used, when 
they agree better with the text than the 
Bishop's Bible, viz.:-^Tindar8, Coverdale's, 
Matthew's, Whitchurch's, Geneva. 

"15. Besides the a^d directors before men- 
tioned, three or four of the most ancient and 
grave divines in either of the Universities, not 
employed in translating, to be assigned by tiie 
vice-chancellor, upon conference with the rest 
of the heads, to be overseers of the translation, 

.„„.Go<«lc 



BAPTIST CONTBOTXBSY. 126 

as well Hebrew as G^ek, for the better obser- 
vation of the 4th rule above specified." 

I have copied the whole of the kiDg's direc- 
tions to the translators, from Home's Intro- 
duction, vol. ii., for the pnrpose of diaabnsing 
the pnblic mind on the subject. My readers, 
I am sure, will say with me that the instruc- 
tions not only do not prohibit the translation 
of hapHzo or any other zo, but are as clear of 
any thing to be complained of as human na- 
ture is capable of producing. 

I wish I could cover with the mantle of 
charity these palpable miaropresentatious of 
matters of &ct. This I can easily do with the 
ignorant ; but some of them are not of this class. 
If the king and bishops did prevent the trans- 
lation of bap&to, the proof can be produced. 
Let them produce it. This they will never do. 
E challenge them to produce it. Let them 
cease this endless whining about a correct 
translation, or show their authority. 

In the year 1887 the Baptists, with some few 
honorable exceptions, withdrew their patron- 
age from the American Bible Society, and 
formed one of their own, assigning as the rea- 
son for that step the incorrectness of the Bible 
published by the American Bible Society. 
Their great concern to furnish the world with 
a correct Bible seems, however, so far, to ex- 

.„„.Go<«lc . 



128 ESSAYS Olf TBS 

hAUSt itself on their foreign nuBaioiiB. The 
people of onr own country are left to struggle 
with the comiaon yeraion, with all its "pedobap- 
tist comiptioiis." Let that Society publish such 
fl version of the I^ew Testament in English, aa it 
has in sdme other languages, if it dare. Ther« 
is Uttle doubt they will work the heathen, to 
whom tiiey send their translations, into iha 
water. This course may all be correefc Many, 
however, doubt it 

I had intended to introduce mimy extract* 
from documents in my posseseion, showing the 
history, doings, &c. of their Society. Bat 
these esBays tae already becoming tedious. 
In the next we will examine a difierent Bnl^jacty 
— viz. : Sestmled Gomrmodan. 



ESSAY vm 

OK EBffCBieiSD COHMUNIOR. 

Are the Baptists jualiJiahU in reatrieting SacrO' 
menial Qmimipmn to their own sect? 

In nuuDtalniug the negative of this question, 
we shall endeavor to establish a free com- 
munion by considering — ■ 

1. The unity and identity of the church. 
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That there is but one church ia clearly set 
forth in the Holy Soiiptures. It is eq^oally 
clear that there never haa bem bvi otis, nor can 
there ever be. To Bopport our position, we 
rely upon the following, with many other paa- 
eages of God's word: — 

"Noa ye are the bod^ of Christ, and members 
in particular." 1 Cor. ziL 27. 

"For, as the body is one, and hath many mem- 
bets, and all the members of that one body, 
being many, are one body: so also is Chmt. 
For by one spirii are we all baptized into on$ 
body, whether we be Jews or GentUes, whether 
we be bond or free, and have been all made to 
dtink into one spirii. For the body is not one 
member, but many." 1 Cor. zii. 12-14. 

"But BOW are they many membere, yet but 
one body." 1 Cor. xii. 20. 

" For, as we have many membeis in one body, 
and all members have not the same office, ao 
we, being many, are' one body in Christ, and 
every one members one of another." Bom, 
xii. 4, 5. 

From these plain quotations it is manifest 
that the church ia one body, and that it must 
remain one aa long se Chiist is one. It is also 
clear that we are constituted members of that 
one body, not by water-baptism, but by the bap- 
tism of one spirit. Hence we argne that the 
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whole church, gathered together under one ad- 
ministration or scattered abroad under drvers 
administratione, maet recognise in each of its 
members the right to commnne. That every 
member of this one body has the right to com- 
mnne we are not left to inference aloiie. 

The apostle saye, "I epeak as to wise men; 
jndge ye what I say. The cup of blesnng 
which we bless, is it not the commnuion of the 
blood of Christ! The bread which we break, 
is it not the commnnion of the body of ChriatT 
For we, being many, are one bread and one 
body; for we are all partakers of that one bread, 
1 Cor. X. 15-lT. 

In &\b quotation the apostle argaes that the 
church is one body, from tiie fact that they had 
all been partakers of that one bread. We design 
by this passage to prove that the right to com- ' 
mune at the Lord's table belongs to every 
member of that one body. If it establifih thie 
right, then does it follow that a restricted com- 
munion cannot be maintained without a viola- 
tion of the children's rights, where such chil- 
dren are acknowledged to erist. As long, 
therefore, as our Baptist brethren Acknowledge 
there are OhristlaQS among other denomina- 
tions, 80 long do they deprive such Christians 
of their acknowledged ri.ght; so long are the 
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heirs of God dlBioherited ia their Father's 
house. 

' To get clear of this reasoDing, tiie advocates 
of reBtricted commmiioa must contend either 
that other denominatioDB constitute no part of 
the body of Chiist, or that the church has been 
divided and its unify destroyed. And it is 
possible tJbat they Buppose that each fragment 
has become a church itself, and has in itself 
its own peculiar unity and identity. There has 
been liuuentiDg, therefore, about the divi^n of 
the churcli. It is an interesting question, 
,irbether, indeed, the church has been divided. 
If it be divided, it can, and will, I fear, be 
destroyed: but if, od! the other hand, she' has 
maintfuned her identity and remaned united 
in one body for near six thousand years, we 
need not now feel any alarm at all at the hate 
of Satan, and the malice of wicked men. . She 
.will present one broad front to the armies of the 
prince of darkness. 

"We deny most strennonsly that any division 
has ever taken place. As reasons agunst this 
division of the church, we submit ttie follow- 
ing:— 

1. Christ pledges himself t^at no such thing 
shall take place. 

. "And I say also unto thee, That thou art Peter, 
taxi upon this rock I will bnild my church; 
I 
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and the gates of hell ahall not prevail against 
it" Matt. xvi. 18. We say of this founda- 
tion, ^ler the apostle, "that Sock was Christ." 
1 Cor. X. 4. If there ever was a church built 
upon any other foundation, it. was not a trad 
church. On this foundation there can he built 
but one church. There has, therefore, never 
been any bat one cboicb since the world began. 

2. Chmt took hia church &om the Jews and 
gave it to the Gentiles. 

"Hear another parable: There was a cert^n 
householder, which planted a vineyard, and 
hedged it round about, and digged a winepress 
in it, and built a tower, and let it out to hus- 
bandmen, and went into a &it countiy. And 
when the time of the fruit drew near, he sent 
his servants \o the husbandmen, that they 
might receive tiie fruits of it And the hus- 
bandmen took his servants, and beat one, and 
killed another, and stoned another. Agfdn he 
sent other servants more than the first; and 
they did unto them likewise. But last of all 
he sent unto them his son, saying. They will 
reverence my son. But when the husbandme;i 
saw the son, they sfud among themselves. This 
is the heir; come, let us kill him, and let as 
seize on his inheritance. And they caaght 
him, and cast him oat of the vineyard, and 
slew him. Whea the Iorg| therefor^ pf the 
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>d&e]rard cometh, what loiU he do unto those Atu- 
handnunf They say nnto him, He wifl mieeov 
ably destroy those wicked men, and mil let oat 
liiB vineyard unto other husbandmen, which 
shall render him the fruits in their seasons. 
JesuB sftith unto them, Bid ye never read in the 
Beriptures, The stone which the bnilders reject 
ed, the same is become the head of the comer: 
this is the Lord's doing, and it is mairellouB in 
oar eyes? Therefore eay I unto yon, the hmff- 
dom of God shall be taken from you, and given to 
a nation bringing forth the fruits thereof." Matt, 
axi. 83-43. 

In this parable, the wicked husbandmen were 
donbtless the Jews ; the vineyard, the church, 
or "the kingdom of God." Those other hns- 
bandmen, "a nation hrin^ng forth the &uits 
thereof" were the Gentiles, who are noa) the 
people of God. Then the very stone vineyard, 
let oat to the wicked Jews, ia now among the 
Gentiles. The Lord did not destroy the old 
vineyard and plant another. He only built a 
new fence tu-onnd the old one. Seeing a new 
fence, many have supposed it was a new vine- 
yard. They forget tiiat it stands upon the one 
only foandation which has been laid in Zion. 

In the 11th chapter of the Epistle to the 
RomanB, Paul represents the church nnder liie 
-fignre of a good olive-tree. The Jews he calls 
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the. natarat braDchee, which, he u&ya, were 
broken off. The QentileB he styles branches, 
taken &om a wild olive-tree and grafted into 
the good one, — Ihe same one off of which the 
Jews were broken. No digging up the oW 
oUve'iree and planting a new one. 

If, then, the vineyard was the same under 
' the old corenant that it continned to he under 
the new, and it could pass through a change 
of dispensatioaB from one nation to another 
withoat change or division, are we to suppose 
that it has been iUvided since that period f Im- 
possible! It is still one body. All should, 
therefore, be allowed to oommnne. 

8. Christ prayed for the unity of the church. 

"Holy Father, keep through thine own mime 
those whom thoti hast given me, that they nua/ 
6eon«,aBweare." Johiixvii.ll. "Neitherpray 
I for these alone, but for them also which shall 
believe on me through their word: that they 
aU may he one; aa thou, Father, art in me, and 
I in thee, that they also may be one in us: that 
tiie world may believe that thou hast sent me. 
And the glory which thou gavest me I have 
given them ; thai they may be (me, even as we 
are one — ^I in them, and thou in me ; that they 
may he made perfect in one, and that the worid 
may know that thou hast sent me, and hart 
loved them as thou hast loved me." John xvii. 
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20-28. Jeans never trusted tte umty of tiie 
charch to men, but to the Father. Tbie unity 
ie not found in water-baptiam, by any mode, 
bnt in that of the Spirit. 

Mr. Howell (p. 287) asks, *' How ia thia nnion, 
for the hleaaed conaummataon of which all 
hearts muat glow with anxious desire, to he 
produced ?" "It muat be a unum in the truth, 
otherwise it would not deserve the name." Mr. 
H. can always solve a dLfiEiculty of this sort 
He aays, (p. 288,) " It can be attained only by 
B return to original gospel principles." The 
plain Engliah of this ia, We can all join the 
Baptjats, whether we believe their doctrines 
and usages or not. There are many of ue who 
would tiiink we were leaving " original goapel 
principles." What then ? Mr. H. can fix all 
this. "Thia they can easily do without violat- 
ing their conaciencea in any puticular," (page 
288.) He goes on, (same page,) " A believer as 
the candidate, and immersion as baptism, all 
confess to be legitimate." To this intelligent 
pedobaptiats can, with as good conacienee, con- 
fine themselves. Beyond this we cannot — we 
dare not — go. Our conacienee will not permit 
us. Thus far all perfectly harmonize. Here 
let ue patiae, meet, and unite, and the results will 
gloriously accelerate that concord to which . 
prophecy has taught oa to look forward, whm 
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" every one sli^ see eye to eye ftsd speak the 
same thing." 

In what does Mr. Howell suppose that aJl 
would Bee eye to eye if they were to join the 
Baptista? Evidently in adult b^tism. He 
does not pretend they wonld see eye to eye in 
any thing else more than they now do. It is 
evidently set forth in our quotations from Mr. 
H. that he thinks Christ's prayer for the union 
of his people has not been answered, nor will 
it he until all join the Baptists. But why, Mr. 
H., has this prayer never been answered ? Have 
" the pedohaptists brought in and kept up tha 
impediment?" Now, I call in question this 
whole scheme. Wlien it is said that the Chris* 
tians are not one, those who say it do nothing 
less than contradict the apostle £atly. What 
would one naturally think to sit down and read 
the Saviour's prayer that all that should belieye 
on his name should be one, and than, some 
thirty or forty years after the prayer waa 
uttered, hear the apostle say, Te are the " body 
of Christ," "ye are all baptized into one body 
by one.8pirit," &c.? Could he conclude that the 
prayer was not answered ? To suit Mr, Howell's 
view, the apostle should have said, "We me all 
baptized into one body by one mode of baptism. 
Kow Mr. H. does not,preteDd that we are not 
baptized by the Spirit; yet we cannot see eye 



..Go<«lc 



BAPTIST ccarntoTZKOT. 186 

tot ey«; we caoDot t>a om at all. But, if we 
JQBt let a Baptist preacher immeise na, (all 
which he Bays we could do without ii^uri^g 
our conscience,) we would then "gloriously 
accelerate that concord to which prophecy has 
taught uiq to look forward, when every one shall 
eee eye to eye," &c. Thua, if Mr. H. haa 
clearly set forth his own principles, he believes 
l^t imioNvioa has more virtue than the b^tism 
of the Holy G-host, — ^that is, when it is done by 
aBaptist: it. would be no better than sprink- 
ling if it were performed by a Methodist or 
Firesbyterian. To make the brethren " see eye 
to eye," a BapUst administrator U indispensable. 
With this, all would be perfect harmony — all 
baptized into one body — the Saviour's prayer 
would be aoqwered — we would all get into the 
old church, " which is neither Catholic nor 
Protestant, but apostolic." 

It is little lees than impious to suppose that 
our Lord's prayer for union did not prevaiL 
If it did prevail, then the church is one, and 
should therefore commune together. 

4. I argue for a free communion on the 
ground that we all come in at the right door. 

"lamthedoorofthesheep." Johnx.7. "I 
aim-the door. By me if any man enter in, he 
shall be saved," ko. Jc^n z. 9. How does Je- 
BOH bring dimples into the fold? "He shall 
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baptize you with the flbty Ghost." Matt iiL 11. 
*'Sy one ^rit toe art aU baptized into one bcxfy". 
1 Cor. xii. 18. If Uio baptiflm of the Holy 
GhoBt, admiuistered by Jesus, wiU not entitle 
ns to conunone at the Lord's Table, will im- 
mendoo, adminiatered by a Baptist, pre sadi 
right? Or which of the two has the moit 
virtue! 

Having gone through the argument as fiir as 
we intended in fitvor of a free commonicoi, it 
now remains for qb to attempt the i*efdtati<m 
of our opponents. 

The Baptists defend their restricted com- 
munion by aaaerting that baptism must go be- 
fore communion, and that notibing is baptism 
but immersion. iFrom these premises they 
conclude lltat no one has a right to ctHamime 
who is not immersed. If these could botli hv 
proven, then they would he correct. But where 
is the proof of either? In what chapter and 
verse is the passage requiring baptism by any 
mode, as being an indispensable prereqninte 
•to the Lord's Supper, to be found? Or is that 
a human tradition ? 

If tiie law of Obrist require baptism befca« 
the Lord's Supper, the command can be found 
in the New Testament. Mr. Howell devotea- 
two chapters to tiiia subject The first one ia^ 
hiaScriptuialaigament I call it Scriptural only- 
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liocaase he quotes maaj pasBages. He says 
these passages prove that baptism most go be-' 
fore commaniou. Bat, I confess, if there be the 
least proof in any of them I am too dall to 
perceive it For example, he tries to prove it 
by tlie commission Christ gave the disciples. 
Breiybody knows that tiie oommjssioa saya 
not one word abont it The whole chapter ie 
a perfect failure. It wontd be qaite an easy 
task to answer every thing in it He succeeds, 
however, mnch better in his second chapter on 
tiie sabject 

I shall content myself with giving a list of 
Ida witnesses, introduced in his last efitot. 
Here is the list: — Jnstin Martyr, Jerome, Aas- 
lin, Bede, Theopbylact, Bonaventore, Fried. 
Spanheim, Lord-Chanoellor King, Wall, Dod- 
dridge, Manton, Bwight, all the catechisms uid 
confessions of Mth, and Robert HalL If he 
had added Mr. Benedict, or himself then th» 
list would have been complete. Is it not a 
little strange that a man who professes to go 
by the Bible alone, constantly inrinnating that 
all other denominations go by some other au- 
thority, would resort to the opinions of men so 
frequently? All the reflntation necessuy in 
regard to such proof m to state that it is unia- 
spired men giving testimony. If Mr. HoweU 
tlunks he can prove us all out of the trM 
«• 
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diorch in this wfty, he will find himself mi*- 
taken. 

Since Mr. Howell cannot get proof &oni the 
Bihle to Buatain the affirmative, we will ixy if 
we cannot prove something on the other 8id&. 
The &Bt Sapper was administered to tho 
twelve hy the Master himself. Ten of these, 
we insifit, never were haptized in any way ei- 
o^t by the Holy Q-host. Two of them had 
been the disciples of John previously, (John i. 
S&, S7,) and it is fair to conclude that they had, 
heen baptized by him. These two are the only 
ones of the twelve that we have the least evi- 
dence of their bapdtm. The mentioning of 
these two as being John's disciples proves tha^ 
the others were not If so, John never bf^ 
tized them. If he did not, who did? Thft 
only inducting o»«mony to which the ten had, 
Bubmittcd was that of circumoi^on. If their 
drcumdsion did not supply, their want of bap- 
tism, then is it certain that nothing of that sort 
is necessary, ainc^ the ten were not baptized. 
That baptism seems to have nsaally gone be< 
fore the Supper I freely admit, but, so. fer aa the 
proof goes, the ten form an exception. "Were 
it not for this eveeption, I would be ready to 
conclude the general observuice of that order 
Was evidence of a law &om the Master, aUhpogb 
the law is not recorded, i need not concede; 
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tins ground, wliich ia good against them, unless 
oar Baptist Mends will agree tliat baptism 
came in the place of circumcisioQ. The very 
moment that is done, I must abandon it. Will 
they concede it ? 

It most, however, be admitted on all huids 
that the Sible does not require by any plain 
command that baptiBm shoald always precede 
the Snpper. 

As to the other part of their assnmptioQ, — 
that nothing is baptism but immersion, — we 
hiVire elsewhere remarked, and need not repeat 
it here. 

In this discnssion the church has been con- 
sidered one and indivisible nnder all ^pensa- 
tions and circTunstances. What, then, we wifl 
be asked, about the different denominations f 
Ja there no schism in their case ¥ Hone at all. 
They are but so many captains' companies in 
the sune great army. The diviraon among 
them is sectarian, which is not inconsistent 
with the unity of the church. This will ^pear 
as soon as we examiae what is necessary to 
constitDta a sect The church is composed of 
those who Me united to Christ. Those who 
are mystically united to ^itri by the baptism of 
the Spirit, which, and which alone, can do it,, 
are members of the Catholic invisible churefa 
under all dispensations. 
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■ Those who are baptized wHh wato* aae 
thereby made members of the Catholic chnrdi 
vluble under the ChiiBtian diapensation. The 
Bame was accomphshed by ciroomcision oodcar 
the old covenant. 

A sect, thon^ in the church, is a veiy dif- 
ferent thing from it While the church is 
united in the essentials ofrdigum, a eect, as sacb, 
ia only muted in maOers of opinion. 

Hence, a man may he a member of a sect 
and not he a member of the body of Christ : so 
may he be a member of the diorch without 
being united to a seot 

It will be asked whether the author of theee 
essays considers eectaiian divinon an evil in 
the church? To which he FOpUea promptiy, 
he does not By the existence of diffefant 
sects, intrigues with the church becomes, moch 
more difficult than it would otherwise. Men 
need watching. The existence of a party out. 
of power, to watch those that are in, prevents 
much corruption in civil government If ril 
sectarian division were done away, it would 
not be so specially the interest of any one to 
prevent corrupt political intrigues, — such in- 
trigues as politicians are usually ready to main. 
As it is, aa soon aa one denomination conld get 
rightly onder way, others woold sound the 
alarm. Let there be but one den<»iiiuatioD in 

.„„.Go<«lc 



BAPTIST CONTR0VBB8T. 141 

ftite United States, and very eooa the peoplie 
will find themselyes jn^fing tithes, 

Christ manages the affiura of his own king- 
dom. I am no (jonvert to the idea that oar 
blessed Lord planted a church in the world 
and then abandoned it to its own management. 
" Lo, I am with you always, even to the end of 
the world." 



CONCLUSION. 



In the preceding pages we have seen that, 
according to the Bible, Jesos alone has a right 
to give laws to his people. Hence, all hnman 
laws are nail and void, and of no force. Under 
this head we have marked as human laws the 
requiring of members to join the chorch by 
experience. We have seen that it is of veiy 
^mischievous tendency and withoat any counte- 
nance in God's word. We have endeavored 
to show the nature and tise of circnmciaion, 
the right of in&nt baptism, and of a free com- 
munion at the Lord's Supper. With all these 
we have endeavored to disprove the necesaily 
of immersion in the ordinance of the baptisni. 
I have now to reqnest that my readers receive 
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no more of these eeBays than ehall be found in 
accordance with God's word. 

Believing the doctrineB herein set forth, the 
author rejoices in the prospect of the final 
triumph of the truth. He rejoices in the belief 
that the Bible will finally be foUowed by all. 

June 11, 1S46. 



..Go<«k 



tc i:. GoOi^lu 



,;. Google 



